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The Solicitors’ Journal and Reporter. 
LONDON, DECEMBER 6, 1890. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 

We prixt elsewhere new rules under the Bankruptcy Acts, 
1883 and 1890, which are to come into operation on the Ist of 
January next. The advance copy with which we have been . 
favoured reaches us too late for comment this week. - 





WE BELIEVE that the new rules under the Companies (Wind- 
ing-up) Act, to which we subsequently refer, were submitted in 
draft to the Council of the Law Society, and that suggestions 
for amendment were sent to the Lord Chancellor. 








Tue JupeEs of the Court of Appeal No. 2 will in a very short 
time have disposed of all the appeals in their list which are 
ready for hearing ; there being, besides those in Friday’s paper, 
only three cases, and these not ripe for hearing. It is accord- 
ingly announced that, on and after Monday, the 8th inst., until 
the end of the sittings, Queen’s Bench appeals will be 
continued in Court No. 2, and that Gourt No. 1, after disposing 
of the interlocutory list, will continue the new trial paper. 


Tue pEarH of Sir Barnes Peacock, the last paid member of 
the Judicial Committee of the Privy Coun brings into 
operation section 14 of the Appellate Jurisdiction Act, 1876, 
which provides that, on the death or resignation of the remain- 
ing two paid judges of the Judicial Committee, a fourth Lord of 
Appeal in Ordinary, to sit in the House of Lords and the 
Judicial Committee, may be appointed. Such Lord of Appeal 
is to rank as a Baron during his life, and is to enjoy a salary of 
£6,000 a year. A very important piece of judicial patronage is 
accordingly now at the disposal of the Government. 





Ir may be assumed as an incontestible fact that in the 
Chancery Division every suitor has a right to bring his case 
before the judge in person, and that the chief clerk can in no 
case refuse the exercise of this right, if claimed in time. This 
right is laid down in R.8. C., ord. 55, r. 69, as follows :— 
“Any ant Bag dA re the ~ on before the chief clerk 
are concluded, take the opinion judge u tTnatter 
arising in the course of e" in gt) aye fresh 
summons for the purpose.” this ri 
monly exercised is clear, from the long 
which come before the chancery j in chambers | 
Monday, and the numerous summonses adj to be deci 
in court. Some doubt having arisen as to the time when the 


6 


any 
right is very com- 
lists of summonses 
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application to adjourn a matter to be heard before the judge 
in m may be made, Mr. Justice Kexewicu took occasion, 
on Wednesday last, in a case of Scott v. Homer, to propound 
his views on this point. He appears to think it reasonable that 
some little time should be allowed to the ies in order that 
they may consider the terms of the order the chief clerk is about 
to make ; and the rule he adopts is, that those who desire to have 
their case decided by the judge himself will be in time if they 
apply for that purpose at any time before the chief clerk’s 

er is completed, that is before it is passed and entered. 
It is to be ho that the other judges of the Chancery 
Division will adopt a similar rule for the guidance of their 
chief clerks; the rule adopted by Mr. Justice Kexewicu being 
one which indicates with precision the exact moment when the 
line is to be drawn. 





Tue Lorp Cnaxcettor, with the concurrence of the Presi- 
dent of the Board of Trade, has signed certain rules, dated the 
29th of November, under section 26 of the Companies (Wind- 
ing Up) Act, 1890, which we regret we are not able to print 
this week. The rules hitherto in operation have been those 
under the General Order of 1862, but, by rule 180 of the new 
rules, they will not apply in the winding up of a company under 
an order of the court made after the 3lst of December, 1890. 
As we intend shortly to consider in detail the effect of the 
recent legislation, it will be sufficient now to notice some of the 
chief points dealt with by the rules. By rule 4, where no 
specific change is made by the Act or rules, the present practice 
as to hearing matters in court or in chambers will continue. 
This applies to the High Court. As to other courts, rule 5 gives 
. @ list of matters which must be heard in open court, including 
petitions, public examinations, and appeals from any decision or 
act of the liquidator. Rule 16 applies to examinations in 
winding-up proceedings a provision, similar to that existing in 
bermmg a for the appointment of a person to take shorthand 
notes of the examination. Under rule 29, before the costs of 
any solicitor employed by an official receiver or liquidator 
can be taxed, it will be necessary to produce a certificate in 
writing, signed by the official receiver or liquidator, shewing 
whether any ial terms of remuneration have been agreed to, 
and also a copy of the resolution or other authority sanctioning 
the employment. Rule 33 requires the winding-up petition to 
be, subject to necessary variations, in one of two forms given in 
oes 4 RRR Rules 58 to 62 deal with the statement of affairs 

ich has to be furnished to the official receiver under section 7 
of the Act. The official receiver is to provide the person 
required to give it, with forms and instructions for its prepara- 
tion, and he may hold personal interviews with him for the 
purpose of investigating the company’s affairs. As to the costs 
of the statement, the person intending to incur them must 
submit an estimate to the official receiver, and will only be 
allowed out of the assets of the company the amount sanctioned 
by him (rule 62. 


Marrrzes rust 111 be of great importance under the new 
= official receiver's report and the examination of 
and other officers of the company provided for by 

section 6 of the Act. By rule 69, the report is to state in 
marrative form the facts to be brought before the notice of the 
ovart, and section 72 requires every examination to be held in 
open court. In default of attendance by the person to be 
examined, or if it is shewn that he has absconded, or is about 
to abecond, a warrant may be issued for his arrest. Section 13 
of the Act enables rules to be made for conferring on the 
liquidator the powers hitherto exercised by the court under 
various sections of the Act of 1662. Among these are the 
power to settle the list of contributories and rectify the register, 
and the power to make calls ‘sections 9% and 102 of the het of 
1962, ification of the register requires, however, special 
leave of the court, and calls may nt be made without such 
- of the sanction of the onnmittce of inspection. Accord- 
, Fule 65 provides for the list of contributories henceforth 

to be settled by the liquidator, and appeals to the court against 
be brougnt within twenty-one days of service 








} rules under the Act of 168%, that fact wo 


on the person desiring to a of notice of the settlement of 
the list. So rules 92 to 95 nt the manner in which, sub- 
ject as above mentioned, calls may be made by the liquidator. 
Special attention must be directed to rules 96 to 107, which 
regulate the proof of debts. Hitherto only such debts have had 
to be proved as the liquidator has not thought proper to admit 
otherwise. Moreover, where proof was required, the cost was 
added to the debt. Now all debts must be proved (rule 96), 
and, unless the court otherwise orders, the creditor is to bear the 
costs of proof (rule 101). Here again twenty-one days are allowed 
as the time within which an appeal against the rejection of a 
proof may be brought. As in bankruptcy, the remuneration of 
the liquidator is to be in the nature of a commission or percent- 
age, of which one ~ is to be payable on the amount realized 
and the other on the amount distributed in dividend (rule 154). 
Generally, indeed, the rules assimilate the practice so much to 
that in bankruptcy that they differ almost entirely from the rules 
of 1862. It is only a few of these, such as rules 2 to 5, with 
regard to the advertisement, &c., of the petition, which are here 
reproduced (rules 34 to 37). A lengthy appendix contains the 
forms to be used in winding-up proceedings. 





WE UNDERSTAND that a conference was held at the Treasury 
on Monday and Tuesday last between some of the county court 
judges, county court registrars, and solicitors, to consider various 
suggestions made by the Council of the Incorporated Law 
Society and others for the improvement of the rules and scales of 
costs. From 1883 to 1887 a committee of the Incorporated Law 
Society sat at intervals on the subject of the improvement of the 
county court prgctice and the extension of the jurisdiction of the 
county courts, and in March, 1888, as appears from the annual 
report of that year, certain suggestions were made to the Lord 
Chancellor for insertion in the County Court Consolidation Bill 
of that session. His lordship replied that the Bill was simply a 
consolidation Bill, and that, therefore, he could not introduce 
into it the amendments suggested. When the Bill reached the 
House of Commons it was referred to the Standing Committee 
on Law, and the council pressed upon the Government the adop- 
tion of the following recommendations which seemed to them to 
be urgently needed—viz. : 

(1) That in all cases in which a default summons for over £10 
had been issued, the registrar should have the same powers of 
dealing with the action as are conferred upon a master under 
order 14. 

(2) That a solicitor should be permitted to employ another 
solicitor to represent him at the hearing of any case. 

(3) That plaints and summonses should, as is the practice in 
the superior courts, be served by the plaintiff or his solicitor if 
so desired, and that judgment should in like manner be enforced 
by bailiffs approved by the court and employed by the plaintiff. 

(4) That judgments in the county court for sums exceeding 
£20 should carry interest as in the Supreme Court. 

On the question of jurisdiction, the council were of opinion 
that the jurisdiction of the county courts should be unlimited in 
amount, but that the defendant should have an absolute right 
to remove into the High Court any action in which the debt, 
demand, or damage claimed or in dispute exceeded £50, no dis- 
tinction being made between actions of contract and actions of 
tort, or in matters within the equitable jurisdiction exceeding 
£500. In order to enable the judge to deal satisfactorily with the 
larger and more important actions, the council were of opinion 
that all actions in which the debt, demand, or damage claimed 
did not exceed £10 should be dealt with by the registrar, unless 
the judge, on the application of either party, ordered otherwise. 
Again, in November, 1888, after the passing of he County Courts 
Act of that year, the council made numerous suggestions for 
the improvement of the County Court Rules and scales of fees, 
which were submitted to the Lord Chancellor and the secretary 
to the County Court Commission, with a request that the Rule 
Committee of County Court Judges would receive a deputation 
from the council; but they were informed that the new rules 
about to be issued would not extend beyond alterations rendered 
necessary by the County Courts Act, 1888, The Lord Chan- 
cellor replied that, though he could not delay the issue of the 

uld not prejudice the 
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careful consideration by his lordship and the Rule Committee 
of the recommendations of the council, or the amending of the 
rules to the extent which that consideration might lead his 
lordship to approve. The council, in their report for the pre- 
sent year, stated that they were still in communication with the 
Lord Chancellor and the secretary of the County Court Commis- 
sion, and they expected that the Rule Committee of County 
Court Judges would shortly meet some representatives from the 
council for the Pte er of discussing the points in the rules 
which the council considered to require amendment. It will be 
seen, therefore, that the conference to which we have referred 
is the result of the long-sustained efforts of the council, and we 
hope that it will be productive of satisfactory results. 





A case oF Re Scott, recently decided by Mr. Justice 
Norra (ante, p. 70), reveals a curious blot in the Infant’s 
Settlement Act (18 & 19 Vict. c. 43). Section 1 of the Act 
empowers an infant, with the sanction of the court, to make, 
upon or in contemplation of marriage, a valid settlement of 
all or any part of his property, or bv gon over which he 
has any power of appointment. d section 2 provides 
that “in case any appointment under a power of appoint- 
ment, or any disentailing assurance, shall have been executed 
by any infant tenant in tail under the provisions of this Act, 
and such infant shall afterwards die under age, such appoint- 
ment or disentailing assurance shall thereupon become abso- 
lutely void.” The result of reading this section literally would 
be, that, if an infant who was the donee of a power of appoint- 
ment over a trust fund of £100,000 happened also to be tenant 
in tail of one close of land, and he made a settlement under 
the provisions of the Act by exercising the power, and 
afterwards died under age, the settlement would become ab- 
solutely void, whereas if he had only the power of appoint- 
ment the settlement would remain valid, notwithstanding his 
death under twenty-one. This is an absurd result, and it 
ean scarcely be supposed that it was foreseen by the framer 
of the section. In Re Scott an infant, who had a general 
power of appointment over a fund, made a settlement under 
the Act by exercising the power, and then died under 
twenty-one. Mr. Justice Norra was asked to hold that, 
under these circumstances, the settlement was made void 
by section 2. The absurdity of a literal construction of the 
section was pointed out, and it was suggested that some 
words had been accidentally omitted, and that they might 
be implied—that the section should be read as if it had 
trun ‘executed by. any infant or infant tenant in tail,” 
(implying the words in italics) or simply “executed by any 
infant,” omitting the words “tenant in tail.” Mr. Justice 
Norrtn, however, declined thus to alter the words, and said that 
he thought the section must be taken to mean what it said, and 
that it applied only to an infant tenant in tail. Unless, there- 
fore, the Legislature can be induced to amend the Act, this 
singular anomaly will remain. 





Variety Is a good thing in its way, but there aro domains in 
which it is out of place. It is not desirable, for example, to 
have one practice prevailing in the High Court in London and 
a different practice prevailing on the same point in the district 
registries. And yet, if we are correctly informed, such a 
diversity of practice has, in fact, existed for the last ten years 
on the following important point :—A plaintiff sues several—let 
us say Pmt > er seh for debt. He serves two of them with 
the writ, but cannot find the other two. The two who are 
served make default in appearance. At the Central Office, in 
London, the practice is to ee the plaintiff to sign final judg- 
ment and issue execution against the two defendants in default, 
without prejudice to his right to subsequently serve the other 
two defendants with the writ, and prosecute the action against 
them. So long as any part of the claim remains unsatisfied, the 
plaintiff is entitled, without any restriction, to proceed with the 
action against each one of the defendants. In one of the largest 
of our district rogistrios the practice, we are informed, is dif- 
ferent. There, when the two defendants served make default 
in appearance, the plaintiff can only sign judgmont against 


them by abandoning his action against the other two whom he 
has been unable to serve. He must wait for his j ¢ until 
all are in — = until some are in default and the rest have 
appeared, or unti have appeared and become liable to judg- 
ment. If he is not willing to do this, but insists on taki me, 
judgment against the only two defendants who have been served 
and are in default, he is taken to have waived his claim against 
the others. The injustice to a plaintiff of such a practice as this 
is too obvious to for arguments in proof of it. The point of 
interest is contained in the fact that such a practice has 

— for years in an important district registry of the High 

urt. 





THERE Is ALWAYs a reason for everything, and the growth 
of the above excrescence on the practice of the court has 
probably been occasioned by a literal application of R. 8. C., 
ord. 13, r. 4, without knowledge of the practice which has been 
established since the amalgamation of the Common Law Divi- 
sions in 1880. The rule provides that where there are several 
defendants in an action for debt ‘‘of whom one or more a 
to the writ or others of them fail to appear, the plaintiff may 
enter final judgment 23 i such as have not 
appeared, and may issue execution upon such judgment without 
prejudice to his right to proceed with the action against such as 
have appeared.” The rule only provides for cases where all the 
defendants have been served, and some are in default, and the 
rest —_ ss and, er cee it rage Any pam 
after taking his judgment against those in t, to 
only against “those who have appeared.” The rule is merely 
a reproduction, with alterations, of the Common Law Procedure 
Act, 1852, s. 33, and the omission of that section to provide for 
cases where some of the defendants have not been served, gave 
rise to a divergence in practice between the courts of common 
law, precisely similar to that which we have pointed’out as at 
present existing between the Central Office and a certain district 
registry. It would be interesting to know how it came about 
that the district registry in question followed the practice of the 
Courts of Common Pleas and Exchequer, while the Central 
Office adopted that of the Court of Queen’s Bench. 





, Now ruar the promotion of Lord J wes ag = the Court of 
ppeal has relieved him of the responsibility of exercising— 
2 in a manner characterized not merely by the 
absence of any ‘“‘craven scruple of thinking too precisely on the 
event,” but also by the presence of which may be 
described as being ‘‘ both painful and free ”—his discretion as 
to costs, he must regard with some satisfaction the strenuous, 
but unavailing, attempts which are made to induce the Court of 
Appeal to review his decisions. In Thereld vy. Thorold, which 
was before Court of Appeal No. 2 last week, the appellant, who 
was the legatee of a legacy charged on real estate, had in 1880 
obtained an order that a sum of money representing the legacy 
should be raised by sale or mortgage of the estate, and appoint- 
ing a receiver. The receiver had continued in possession until 
recently, when an — by way of summons was made by 
a person claiming to be entitled to the estate that the receiver 
might be discharged and the estate handed over to the 
licant on his paying the money due to the legatee. 
egatee was a respondent to the summons, and a to 
have raised at the hearing some objection to the aplication, 
though without filing any evidence in ——. . Justi 
Kay allowed the summons, and ordered lega 
costs of discharging the receiver and also the costs of the sum- 
mons. The legatee appealed from this order as to 
claimed the benefit of the saving clause in 
withdraws from the discretion of the judge costs not unreason- 
ably incurred by a mortgagee, &. The Court of Appeal held that 
the appellant was not a m 
money were raised by me 
of it, and they accordingly dismissed the appeal, at the same 
time pointedly stating that they expressed no opinion as to the 
propriety of the order appealed from. 
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not call their attention to the following advertisement which 
appeared in the Zimes of Wednesday :— 

‘¢ Frvg THOUSAND POUNDS will be paid to any solicitor who can induce a 
wealthy and well-disposed client to settle £20,000 on a young university 
graduate who wishes to proceed to the bar and a political career. Highest 
credentials furnished in strict confidence.—Address, &c.”” 


We can only hope that the wealthy and well-disposed client 


will be forthcoming. As the terms of the proposed settlement | j 


may be expected to preclude the possibility of a quarter of the 
£20,000 going straight to the solicitor’s pocket, we must assume 
that this interesting young graduate or his friends have £5,000 
in hand, and want a profitable investment for it. £5,000, with 
the amount of brain power implied by the ‘highest cre- 
dentials,” might be supposed to be sufficient without further 
cash to carry the aspirant some distance at the bar, and 
even to smooth his way towards the coveted distinctions of 
litical life. And if anything further is wanted, the audacity 

layed in the advertisement surely testifies to powers which 
would make up the deficiency. But this is mere conjecture. 
£20,000 is £600 a year at the least, and with this amount 
secured — £100 more than Dean Swirr sighed for— what 
young man of promise would not regard himself as a heaven- 
sent statesman. We shall be glad to know whether any lucky 
solicitor gets the £5,000. 





Coxe upon LitTLETON occupies perhaps a unique position 
among law books. It is an authority, though not a conclusive 
authority, on the points of law therein laid down. It is, therefore, 
of importance that every case either clearly overruling or clearly 
confirming a proposition laid down in Co. Litt. should be reported. 
We have for a long time been expecting to see Berens v. Fellowes 
(35 W. R. 356) reported in the Law Reports. The case decides 
(following Litt.,s. 254) that where co-heiresses take under a 
limitation to heirs as purchasers they take as joint tenants, and 
not in > agp 5 t is difficult to understand why the learned 
editor of the Law Reports has not caused this case to be reported. 
Is it possible that he considers that coming legislation will 
shortly aver away the whole law of real property? We 
venture to submit that, assuming this view to be correct, it is 
convenient, to say the least, to know what the existing law is, 
even if you intend to abolish it. 








SOME DEFECTS AND PECULIARITIES OF THE 
ARBITRATION ACT AND RULES. 


If, 


Tue next element of confusion in the Act and rules is due to 
an error of detail, which, not unnaturally, escaped the attention 
of the Rule Committee when they applied the rules to the new 
Act. Here, again, we are treating only of a minor defect, but 
it is one which has important bearings, not the least important 
of which is that its existence is confusing, and likely to lead to 
needless legal proceedings. The term “report” is used in the 
Act and rules to characterize that document in which every 
referee under every kind of reference embodies his decision or 
finding. The term is adopted without regard to the fact that 
there are different sorts of references, and that the decision of 
a referee in one sort of reference is totally different in kind and 
in effect from his decision in another sort of reference. The 
Act and rules contain separate enactments and regulations 
intended to refer specifically to a referee’s decision in both 
sorts of references respectively. Yet the term “report” is 
used exclusively and indiscriminately, with the consequence 
that confusion is created, and in some instances even direct 
conflict, between the different provisions. 

_The following may be taken as an instance :—There are two 
kinds of references under order of court—viz., references for 
pe and report under section 13 of the Arbitration Act, and 

for trial under section 14. On references under 
section 13, the referee, after inquiry, makes his report to the 
court which ordered the inquiry. This document is essentially 
@ report, and nothing more. It may be adopted wholly or 


by the court for whose better information it is made. 








On references under section 14, the referee tries the action or 
issue of fact, and he embodies his decision in a document 
which is not a “‘report” in any sense of the word. Prior to 
1884 it might properly have been so called, because then a 
referee had no power to direct judgment to be entered. But 
the Judicature Act, 1884, s. 9, and ord. 36, r. 50, have since 
pes are a referee in all cases of reference for trial to direct 
judgment to be entered. After that power was conferred, the 
document embodying the decision of a referee after trial became 
in reality ‘‘a referee’s order for’judgment,” and should there- 
upon have been so distinguished. But no such alteration has 
ever been made in the Rules of Court. The failure to make 
this distinction is answerable for such absurdities, for example, 
as the following :— 

By R. 8. C., ord. 36, r. 50, an official or special referee has 
the same power to direct judgment to be entered as a judge of the 
High Court. 

By rules 4 and 5 of R. 8. C., December, 1889, the above rule 
is applied to all references of every kind, whether to an official 
or special referee, or officer of the court, or arbitrator. Taking 
the words literally, this clearly includes references for inquiry 
and report under section 13 of the Arbitration Act, as well as 
references for trial under section 14. But the terms of section 
13 prohibit a referee from ordering judgment to be entered in 
a matter referred to him for inquiry and report. Sub-section 2 
of section 13 is in the following words :— 

‘The report of an official or special referee may be adopted 
wholly or partially by the court or a judge, and ¢/ so adopted may 
be enforced as a judgment or order to the same effect.”’ 

The conflict is direct.’ The rule of court gives the referee 
power to direct in his report that judgment be entered. The 
Act of Parliament provides an entirely different procedure. The 
report is to be made to the court, which has discretion to adopt 
or reject it. If adopted it may be enforced as a judgment—+.e., 
without a judgment being entered on it. It is needless to say 
that the Act lays down the proper practice, and the rule has 
been improperly applied. 

The following is a more important error, due to the same 
cause. Section 15 (1) of the Arbitration Act contains certain 
provisions applying to “all cases of reference to an official or 
special referee or arbitrator under an order of the court ora 
judge,” and sub-section (2) of the same section is as follows :— 

‘“‘ The report or award of any official or special referee or arbi- 
trator on any such reference shall, unless set aside by the court 
or a judge, be equivalent to the verdict of a jury.” 

The words in sub-section (1), ‘‘all cases of reference . . . 
under an order” are so wide that they appear necessarily to in- 
clude references by order under section 13. As a matter of fact, 
this particular sub-section of section 15 could never have been 
intended to have any such application, because it is in direct 
conflict with section 13 (2), which is as follows :— 

“The report of an official or special referee may be adopted 
wholly or partially by the court or a judge, and if so adopted 
may be enforced as a judgment or order to the same effect.” 

A judge cannot adopt the verdict of a jury ‘“ wholly or par- 
tially,” nor can the verdict of a jury be enforced as a judgment, 
though it may be embodied in one. Section 15 (2), therefore, 
was intended, no doubt, to apply exclusively to that kind of 
report which would have been more properly described as ‘a 
abet order for judgment,” the document embodying the 
decision of a referee after trial of an action or issue. It further 
applies, of course, to the award of an arbitrator on a reference, 
under order, of the matters in difference. 

The rules under the Arbitration Act furnish another example 
of the misapplication of previously-existing rules to the new Act. 
Rule 5 of R. 8. C., December, 1889, which applies ord. 36, rr. 
48—55, to all references, concludes with the following proviso : 

‘“‘ Provided that, wherever the arbitrator is appointed ather- 
wise than by an order of court, the provisions of rule 48 as to 
sitting de die in diem shall not apply.” 

The meaning of this is clear enough. With the exception 
specified, the whole of orders 48 to 55 are applied to refer- 
ences in which the arbitrator is appointed without order; 
references, that is, by consent under submission, out of court. 
Therefore, the power to direct judgment to be entered, con- 
tained in ord. 36, r. 50, which seems, by the way, to have been 
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bestowed on various people with lavish generosity—is extended 
to an arbitrator under a submission. Here again, unfortunately, 
the generosity is misplaced, for the rule, so applied, is in conflict 
with the Act. Section 12 provides that an award under a sub- 
mission may ‘‘ by leave of the court or a judge be enforced in the 
same manner as a judgment or order to the same effect.” An 
arbitrator under a submission could not direct any judgment to 
be entered, for, as we have previously pointed out, the process of 
entering such judgments has been abolished. And, indeed, it 
could hardly have been intended to give an arbitrator under a 
submission power to direct judgment on his award, seeing that 
the Act itself in specific terms reserves to the court power to give 
or refuse leave to enforce such award. 

There are other obscurities in the rules dealing with references 
which require elucidation. They are of a minor kind it is true, 
but they are calculated to confuse. "We hope, however, we have 
said enough to shew that some amendment of the Arbitration 
Act would be beneficial, and that the Rules of Court applying to 
it require some alteration. 

We will, in conclusion, express the hope that if, and when, those 
rules are touched at all they will be not only revised, but re- 
arranged. There are three main divisions into which references 
naturally fall. First, there are references by consent out of 
court ; secondly, references under order for inquiry and report ; 
thirdly, references under order for trial. The two last named 
have each their sub-divisions created by statute and defined by 
many decided cases. The main divisions are clearly distinguished 
in the Arbitration Act. Is it too much to hope that the Rules 
of Court will be made likewise to reflect and mark clearly these 
separate distinctive parts of this branch of procedure ? 

Francis A. STRINGER. 








THE DECISION IN WHITBY v. MITCHELL (38 W. R. 
537» 44 Ch. D. 85). 


THE current number of the Law Quarterly Review contains an able 
article by Mr. VaizEy on ‘‘ Remoteness and Perpetuity ” impugning 
this decision, in which article it is maintained that the rule i 
perpetuities applies to contingent remainders, and that these were 
not the subject of settled law much earlier than other contingent 
limitations. Without disparaging Mr. VaizEy’s article, and while 
agreeing with him in disapproving the recent decision, we think it 
well admits of being dealt with in a different way, and we propose to 
consider whether it is justified even by the authorities relied on by the 
Lords Justices in the above-mentioned case, and whether other 
weighty authorities are not contrary to the decision. 

The facts of the case are as follows:—By a settlement made after 
marriage in pursuance of articles made before the iage, lands 
were conveyed to the use of C. Dennis, the husband, for life, with a 
limitation to trustees to support contingent remainders, remainder 
to the use of M. E. Dennis, the wife, for life, with a like 


_ limitation to support contingent remainders, remainder ‘‘ to the | j 


use of a child, grandchild, or more remote issue, or all and every or 
any one or more of the children, grandchildren, or more remote issue 
of the said C. DEnntIs by the said M. E., his wife, such child, grand- 
children, or more remote issue being born before any such appoint- 
ment as hereinafter is mentioned shall be made to him, her, or them 
tively, for such estate or estates, interest or interests, and in 
such parts, shares, and proportions (if more than one), and with such 
limitations over, such limitations over being for the benefit of some 
or one of the objects of this present power, and in such manner and 
form as the said C. Dennis and M. E., his wife,” should by deed 
“ppcint, and in default of apppointment to the use of the child or 
children of C. and M. E. DENNIs equally as tenants in common, and 
the heirs and assigns of the same child or children tively, with 
a limitation over in case any of such children should die under twenty- 
one without leaving issue. C. and M. E. Dennis had two children 
only—namely, two daughters, one of whom, E. H. DENNIS, married 
one BuRLTON. By indenture, C. and M. E. Dennis appointed that 
one moiety of the lands comprised in the settlement should, after the 
decease of the survivor of them, go and remain to the use of E. H. 
RLTON for life for her sole and separate use, without power of 
anticipation, and after her decease to the use of such or persons 
as she should by will or codicil appoint, and in default of appoint- 
ment to the use of the children of E. H. Bururon living at the date 
of that indenture, and their heirs, equally as tenants in common, with 
& gift over in case all such children should die under twenty-one 
without leaving issue. 


were held void, but the ultimate'limitation in défadlt of 
appears not to have been considered affected by the i of the 
wer of appointment (see as to this Webb v. Sadler (21 W. R. 394, 
R. 8 Ch. App. 419), Williamson v. Farwell (35 D...128, 35 
WH. Dig. 151). Be het See oe ee itation to the children 
iving at the 0! appointment was bad—the appointment 
Sane Fond into the oleae tee ee et oe ee 
the rule against ities (which it did not), but because 
infringed the rule forbidding a limitation of an estate to an unborn 
child for life with remainder to the children of that unborn child, 


of the rule against perpetunties. 

We will consider how ee eee oe the court for 
the decision appear to support it. The authority quoted 
from text-writers is a passage from Butler’s note to Fearne. 

It seems not wholl ing of notice that the passage 
by lant Janene See 10th ed,, p. 565) in which 
says, ‘‘ The cases of a possibility upon a ity (see ante, p. 
Beith gave rise to the rile that # land 4a li i A ows . 

m during his life, a remainder cannot be limited so as to 
estate by purchase on that person’s issue,” occurs in a note at 
of Fearne, giving a succinct account of the rise, progress, and 
s‘a‘e of the law ing the settlement or entail of 
sonal preperty ; and although we find the same rule 
Fearne at p. 502, where he says, “‘ Any limitation i 
way of remainder, gh ae = aon which in i 
to a perpetuity, even although there be a preceding 
so as to take it out of the description of an executory devise, i 
courts considered void in its creation; as in the case 
of lands in succession, first to a person in esse, and 
to his unborn children, and afterwards the children 
children, this last remainder is absolutely void; . 
child unborn might take an estate for life as well as 
yet such estate would not extend to the issue of 
no estate limited to such issue, as , would 
though here Fearne seems clearly to treat the rule in 
cores 08 Cn ls ae cee ee 
from this view, except it be by his reference to the opini 
Boor —_ Mr. bese Ps Cas. & Op. = Pa a 
treating of a possibility upon a »possibility 250-25: 
find no reference by the author to such a limitation as 
that of which we are speaking, nor by Butler, ex- 
cept in the following im t note (p. 251) (the note 
to which at p. 565 he in the passage quo by _ the 
court) :—‘‘ The expression of a possibility upon a possibility, which, 
in the of Lord CokE cited in this place, 
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one is so far a possibility on a possibility, as it depends for its 
on the happening of two possible events, that A. shall have an 
or only son, and that such son may attain twenty-one; but the 
validity of such a remainder is unquestionable. . 

(2 Ves. jun. 357) a money fund was vested in trustees, in trust for the 
intended husband and wife for their lives successively, and, after the 
decease of the survivor of them, in trust for all and every the 


all and every 
if more than one, who should be living at the decease of the sur- 
viving parent, in equal shares payable to the sons at twenty-one, and 
to the daughters at twenty-one or marriage. The Master of the 
Rolls held that it was competent to the parties to have # ted 
among all the issue living at the death of either the hus or 
wife, whether in the first, second, or third degree ; and that. so far as 
the power was not well executed the fund was to be divide d as if no 
appointment had been made. Now it is evident, that, to entitle a 
grandchild to take under the latter trust, four events must ae 
that the husband and wife should have a child, that such child 

have a child, that such last-mentioned child should be alive at the 
decease of the survivor of his and grandmother, and that 
if such child were a grandson he should attain twenty-one, and if a 
pand-denghier attain that age or marry.” istible 
inference this note that Butler considered that a limita- 
face a i eee an unborn child, ee 
infringe oc aaa perpetuities, not infringe " 
against double possibilities, or the rule to which that rule gave rise. 
And although Routledge v. Dorril related to a money fund, there 
would obviously be no point in Butler's thus quoting that case had 
he not considered the decision eq to land. It 


F 


= 
remarkable that in the judgments in this case no allusion is made to 
this note, notwithstanding the reference to it in the passage quoted 
by the court. 





The restraint on anticipation of the wife’s life interest for her 
Separate use, as well as the power given to her to appoint by will, 


The next authority quoted from text-books is Burton's Com- 
pendium, but Burton merely in effect repeats what is said by Fearne 
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when treating of the rule against perpetuities, and, indeed, cites 
Fearne in the margin. 

The ining text-writer referred to is the late JosHuA WILLIAMS, 
and Mr. Justice Kay was content to refer only to his authority, and 
in this respect we y say he shewed a wise discretion, as we 
have endeavoured to shew that the other text-writers referred to by 
the Court of Appeal do not support the decision. 

We now come to the decided cases referred to by the court: The 
first is, Hay v. Earl of Coventry (3 Term Rep., at p. 86). Corton, L.J., 
refers to what Lord Kenyon said: ‘‘ It is not necessary for me to say 
what effect that would have had in the present case, if that point ”— 
that is, whether an estate for life could be given to unborn issue— 
‘* had remained undecided ; because the law is now clearly settled that 
an estate for life may be limited to unborn issue, provided the 
devisor does not go farther and give an estate in succession to the 
children of such unborn issue.”” Upon this Corton, L.J., is reported 
to have observed: ‘‘ It is said that only meant that a limitation to the 
children of unborn issue generally, without any limit as to the time 
within which such children should be born, would offend against the 
rule of ——, but in my opinion Lord Kenyon was referring 
to the old rule against double possibilities. It is clear, in my opinion, 
that the rule mis which Mr. Justice Kay has decided this case is a 
rule which judges treated as still subsisting long after the rule 
against perpetuities had been crystallized and laid down in definite 
and distinct terms.” We may ask why the Lord Justice entertained 
the ion that Lord Kenyon was referring to the old rule against 
double possibilities; there is nothing to shew this in the report, and 
we have already pointed out that FEARNE, whose treatise had long 
been before the profession, treats the rule against a limitation to the 
children of an unborn person as arising out of the rule against 
on eg rag We fail to see the force of the remark of the Lord 

ustice (as reported) that the rule was one ‘‘ which judges treated as 
still subsisting long after the rule against perpetuities had been 
erystallized and laid down in definite and distinct terms,”’ for it might 
be so treated with propriety at the present day; the question, how- 
ever, is whether the rule we are considering is not an example of the 
rule against perpetuities. 

The next case in order of date, though not in order of reference, is 
Cole v. Sewell (4 Dr. & War. 1). Corron, L.J., is reported to have 
said, ‘‘ There is a passage in Lord St. Leonarps’ judgment in Cole v. 
Sewell im which he speaks of the rule ’’—that is, the rule against 
double possibilities—‘‘ as being obsolete, but he nowhere lays down 


longer necessary to be referred to because, through the introduction of 

ifting uses and executory devises, the law is now governed rather 
by the rule against perpetuties.” Lord St. LEonarDs not only spoke 
of the rule being obsolete, but, according to 2 Conn. & Laws, 344, at 
p- 360, he says :—“ This rule is, however, long done away with.” 

The remaiming case referred to by the court is Monypenny v. 
Dering (2 D. M. & G. 145). Corton, L.J., after the passage we have 
quoted im connection with what Lord Kenyon said, proceeds thus :— 
* Then. in, in Monypenny v. Dering (p. 170) Lord Sr. LEonARpDs 
says :-— Then the rule of law forbids the raising of successive estates 
by purchase to unborn children, that is, to an umborn child of an un- 
born child. With this rule I have never meant to interfere, 
for it is too well settled to be broken im upon.’ The Lord 
Justice then proceeds :—* According to the argument addressed to 
us om behalf of the appellants that old rule has been superseded by 
the modern rule against perpetaties; but here we have Lord Sr. 
Leos Anns treating it as still subsisting in 1552.” It appears to us a 
fair inference from the remarks of Lord St. Lyoxanpsin Cole v. Sewell 
and Monypenny v. Dering that he was speaking of the rule in ques- 
tion as 2 subsisting rule resting upon the rule against perpetuities. 

We now proced to consider some authorities not referred to in the 
judgments of the Lords Justices. We may first observe that, 
although 2 limitation infringing the rule under consideration has 
heen termed 2 possibility upon a possibility by writers of eminence, for 
instance, Mr. Boorn (2 Cas. & “ 435) and Lord Sr. Leow anvs (Sug- 
den’s Gilbert on Uses reterred to below), yet besides the tacit authority 
A Pususe alrealy referred to, there is the authority of the Real Property 
Comanissomers to the contrary, for, in their Grd report at p. 29, after 
quoting the instances given by Cony (2 Co. 51), they say:—' Now 

is has mAhing restrictive of alienation in it, since both the common 
and double yusibility must have taken fect, if at all, upon the 
dcterminatiom A the particular estate. Indeed the existence of the 
rile ited! may be comsidered as extremely doubtful.” And in Kyerton 
v. Browulon (441. 1. Cas. 1, at p. 122) Baron Panky says :—* The 
Ad doctrine A «a rsibility moanted on a possibility, Cholmley’s case 
(2 Rep. B, 2), commen be any longer womsidered as in force after Lord 
BornixansKn * judgment in the Duke of Norfollés case (3 Chan, Cas, 
1, 29) and the «stabhishinent of « definite rule against perpetuities. 
The case in which grants to nom-cxisting corporations or individuals 
by & particular name have been held void ix to be explained on the 
grad that gilts to persona, tanguam in +a, are vad for want of 
Se he nage ' Preston tdkes the same view of the doctrine: see 
5 » pp. 12%, 129 








| this instance, nothing different to the present ru 
that the rule is no longer existing. He only means that the rule is no | 





If such a limitation as that in question is bad as a possibility upon 
a possibility, upon what ground is a limitation to the unborn child of 
an unborn child good where it occurs after a limitation to the latter 
of an estate tail special? Yet Preston, after saying (2 Abst., p. 
114) ‘“‘a remainder may be too remote and void because it is limited 
to the children of a person unborn, and to whom a prior estate for life 
is limited,” says (at p. 170), ‘‘It should seem: that estates may be 
limited to the unborn child of an unborn child if the child in the first 
degree takes a special estate tail, since there is not any danger of 
a perpetuity” (citing Nicolls v. Sheffield, 2 Bro. C. C. 215). It seems 
quite intelligible that such a limitation as last mentioned should be 
exempt from the rule against perpetuities on account of its destructi- 
bility by the tenant in tail, yet it does not seem equally so that this 
destructibility should exempt from such a rule as that against double 
possibilities. 

We now proceed to some authorities not referred to by the court. 
In the 4th edition of Fearne (vol. 2) on Executory Devises, edited in 
1795 by Powell, there is a long note by the editor on the text at p. 
502 quoted above, aud in that note this ge occurs :—‘‘ The pd 
criterion by which the validity of limitations of this kind [he is 
8 ing of a remainder after an estate for life to a person not in 
esse], whether effected by a direct limitation of a use, or through 
the medium of a power, are to be measured, in respect of their being 
or not being too remote, seems to be their tendency or non-tendency 
to a perpetuity; every limitation of B rty is admissible by the 
law of England, however capricious, i it be free from the imputa- 
tion of tending to a perprtuity.” Here there is no mention of double 
possibilities. 'We may mention, as very important, that in Powell’s 
note, just referred to, Routledge v. Dorril is fully noticed (as it is by 
Butler), and evidently treated as applicable to real estate as well 
as personalty. 

In Sugden’s Gilbert on Uses we find in Sugden’s note (p. 260) the 
following :—‘‘ A perpetuity may, at this day, be described to be such 
a limitation of property as renders it inalienable beyond the period 
allowed by law. . . . Originally when estates took effect only in 
possession, or “by way of remainder—that is, on the natural expiration 
of the preceding estates—no question of perpetuity ever arose, 
although even then estates could not be limited to an unborn child 
for life, with remainder to his child for life, on the ground that such 
a limitation was a —r upon a possibility, which the law would 
not expect. In truth this formidable rule a to have been, in 

e against perpetuities.”’ 
Surely when Sugden uses the past tense here he regards the rule as 
to a possibility upon a possibility so far as respects the limitations 
referred to as superseded by the rule against perpetuities. 

JARMAN and the late W. D. LEwIs also take the view that the in- 
validity of a limitation to a child of an unborn tenant for life rests on 
the rule against perpetuities, treating it at the same time as clear that 
such a limitation is good if properly restricted within the rule against 
perpetuities (1 Jarm. Wills, Ist ed., 240, 248, 249: Lewis on Perp. 419). 

In Egerton v. Brownlow (4 H. L. Cas. 1, at p. 54) the law peers, in 
reference to objections based on the rule against double possibilities, 
observed as follows :—Lord Sr. LEonarps: ‘ A devise to the son of a 
son, living the grandfather, would be good.” The Lord Chancellor 
(Lord CranwortHn): “ A devise to a man with remainder to his first 
son is good, why not to a man with remainder to his first son who is 
christened GzorcE?” Lord BroucHam: “A devise to A. B., a 
bachelor, on his having a son who marries. In that case there are 
four possibilities. A. B. may not marry, he may not have a son, the 
son may not live to be old enough to marry, or if old enough he may 
not marry; yet the devise would be good.” Lord LyNnpuuRsT: 
‘There is nothing in the point.” And in the same case (p. 43) 
counsel said :—‘‘ There might be a limitation to the first grandson of 
A. who should be born during the lifetime of A., and that limitation 
would be good, though it is clearly a possibility upon a possibility,” 
on which Lord St. Lzonarps observed : ‘‘ But then there is a limitation 
as to time—namely, the lifetime of A.” In the case here put it is 
obviously inferred that A.’s son is unborn, and it is surely immaterial 
that A.’s son takes a preceding life estate. 

The last case we will refer to, which, indeed, was cited to the court, 
as well as before Kay, J., is Cattlin v. Brown (11 Hare, 372) where (at 
p. 375) Woon, V.C., says: ‘ The rule is stated in the able argument 
of Mr, Preston in Mogg v. Mogg (1 Mer. 654, see p. 664); he says: 
‘A gift to an unborn child for life is good if it stops there; but if a 
remainder is added to his children or issucsas purchasers, it is not 
good, unless there be « limitation of the time within which it is to take 
fect,’ That is, I think, a perfectly accurate statement of the law 
which I am to apply to this case.” See also 2 Prest, Abst, 167, 168. 

Our conclusion is that, of the authorities relied on by the Court of 
Appeal, only that of Josnvua WILLIAMS tends distinctly to support 
the decision, while there are other authoritios to the contrary, and it 
appears to ua by no means evident that the rule said by Josnva 

IL11AMS to be derived from the rule against double possibilitios is 
lows capable of qualification although so derived than if supposed to 
be an example of, or derived from, the rule against perpetuition, for in 
the latter case it is found stated without qualification, us for instance 
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in the passage above quoted from Fearne, and see 1 Jarm. (Ist ed.) 
p- 240. 


REVIEWS. 
STAMP DUTIES. 


A DIGEST OF THE LAW RELATING TO Stamp DvTIEs ON DEEDS 
AND OTHER INSTRUMENTS, COMPOSITION FOR STAMP DUTIES, AND 
CoMPANIES’ CAPITAL DUTY: CONTAINING THE STATUTES, A ScM- 
MARY OF CASES, NOTES OF PRACTICE, AND TABLES OF EXEMP- 
qions. By E. N. AwPe, Barrister-at-Law, of the Inland Revenue 
Department, Somerset House. Richard Jordan. 


This seems to us to be a carefully-pre and valuable work. 
Mr. Griffiths’ digest, after reaching an eighth edition in 1880, and 
being supplemented by a digest of the alterations made in 1880 and 
1881, has not, so far as we are aware, been since reissued. Most 
practitioners can testify to the value of that work, but the changes 
since 1881 have necessitated MS. additions in the narrow mar- 
gins. Mr. Alpe’s book eems to combine the merits of Griffiths with 
other merits of its own. The notes on the ice of the Inland 
Revenue Office are more numerous than those in the older book, and, 
from Mr. Alpe’s official position, they may no doubt be relied on as 
accurate. e cases are carefully collected, and their effect is stated 
very concisely ; and the practitioner has here, in a handy volume, the 
legislative provisions down to October last. 

We are not quite satisfied with regard to all the heads under which 
the new legislation is entered up; for instance, it seems to us that the 
reader would naturally look for the provisions of section 15 of the 
Revenue Act, 1589, under the head of ‘‘ Agreement,’’ whereas it is 
placed under the head of ‘‘ Conveyance.” There is, however, no fault 
to be found with the explanations given of the effect of the section as 
construed by Somerset House. 

With regard to the duty on equitable mortgages under hand, im- 
posed by 51 & 52 Vict. c. 8, it is usefully pointed out in a note (p. 
175) that these instruments now stand on an independent footing ; 
and if an equitable mortgage liable to the 1s. per cent. duty is 
followed by a legal mortgage, the latter is chargeable with 2s. 6d. 
per cent., but the transfer and reconveyance duties are applicable to 
the equitable mortgage under hand. Under the head of ‘‘ Recon- 
veyance,”’ we think it would have been useful if the author had 
drawn special attention to the fact that the 6d. per cent. duty is 
= on ‘‘the total amount of the money at any time secured.” 

@ wording of the schedule to the Stamp Act, 1870, is, of course, 
clear enough, but it is astonishing how often in practice it is over- 
looked. It would be useful, also, to have the official view as to 
what constitutes a new mortgage for the purpose of the reconvey- 
ance stamp. Does a transfer of a largely diminished debt, with a 
small er advance, containing a new covenant for payment and 
a new proviso for redemption, constitute a new mortgage for that 
purpose ? 

One of the provisions of the Stamp Act, 1870, which occasions the 
most difficulty in practice is section 8, relating to ‘‘ several distinct 
matters." The author says (p. 11) that ‘if an instrument 
able with a specific duty has an operation not accessory to 
effectuation of the object in respect of which it is primarily ——. 
able, and not specifically charged, it must be stam with a 
duty of 10s. as a deed if under seal, or 6d. if under only.” But 
the difficulty is in knowing whether the operation is or is not “ ac- 
cessory to the effectuation of the object in respect of which” the 
instrument is primarily chargeable. So far as our experience and 


section of our readers ; every member of the bar, in practice, and every 
London solicitor, at all events, finds the last edition of the Annual Prac- 
tice a necessity. For some little time, we shall have the clean and - 
less white covers adorning every court and all the chambers in 

of the soiled linen of last year’s issue. We may at once say, as the 
result of a imi 


Act, 1890; but here our cautious editors are too wise 

themselves to a definite opinion. All they venture on is a “‘ Semble— 
That in the absence of any provision by rule or statute, all costs are 
now in discretion of court.” The soundness of the “‘ semble” cannot 


be gainsai. 





LUNACY. 


A TREATISE ON THE Law AND Practice or LUNACY, COMPRISING 43 
WELL THE CARE AND CustTopy oF LUNaTics BY THE CROWN «as 
THE RELATION OF INSANITY TO THE CIVIL AND CerwiyaL Law, 
AND THE LAW OF EVIDENCE IN REGARD To Iysantry. WITH aN 
APPENDIX CONTAINING THE SECTIONS OF THE Luwacy Act, 1890, 
RELATING TO LUNATICS UNDER THE CARE AND CUSTODY OF THE 
JUDGE rx Luwacy, THE RvULes ry Lrwacy, AND aN ISDEX oF 
PRECEDENTS AND Forms. By H. M. R. Popz, M.A.. Barrister-at- 
Law. Seconp Eprrioy. By J. H. Boome and V. pe 8S. Fowxe, 
Barristers-at-Law. Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 

The object of this book is primarily to expound the law with regard 
to lunatice so found by inquisilien and the management ini 
tration of their estates. ite 


rendered necessary had its scope been more general. . With regard to 

the matters just named, the Lanacy Act, 1890, is chiefly ome of con- 

amnielien, ann, Dina) Se eine 
rated, 


Morcover, fn making as ite alteration as possible, the editors have 
e 


nothing but his own comfort will induce him to change ether.” It 
is not every law book that gives us touches of this ind. Simce 

recent Act it was obviously necessary to have a new c 
former one to the existing law without sacrificing any of its old merits. 





LEGAL DIARIES. 


WATERLOW Broruers & Layroy’s Lagat Diary AND ALMANAC POR 
1891. Waterlow Brothers & Layton (Limited). 


inf : ie , bo - - 
information goes, the Somerset House authorities give a liberal of jerable import 


interpretation to the provision, and hold that a provision which ma 
by possibility be accessory to the effectuation of the object is co 


by the duty primarily chargeable. Mr. Alpe collects the cases, and ~ . = ~ s 

p then also some ‘assessments of common occurrence in practice ” per ge And, —e i” Baty sar a. . — 

which are tolerably well known. But we would that in a : — se on fon og Pm 

subsequent edition it would be convenient to have the instances of | added, first, of ** Fire Insurance Premiums, er 
of office, due dates, and dates of with a statement at the 


assessment considerably added to, and the explanation of principle head of the } of the last days 


above cited considerably developed. 

Of course, the acouracy of a al of this kind can only be vouched 
for after extended use in practice, but, so far as we can ascertain— 
and we have tested it on many points—the book is likely to stand 
this ordeal, The type is excellent, and there is a good index. 
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CASES OF THE WEEK. 


Court of Appeal. 
Re PATRICK, BILLS vr. TATHAM—No. 2, 3rd December. 


Vournrary SerruementT—AssiIGNMENT OF Dents To TrusTEEsS—SuBSEQUENT 
Recerrt or Dents ny Serrtor—Ricut or Proor 1x ADMINISTRATION OF 
Estate or Serrior. 


This was an appeal against a decision of Kekewich, J., the question 
being whether the beneficiaries under a voluntary settlement executed by 
an intestate were entitled, as against his estate, to have made good the 
amount of four debts which were comprised in the settlement, he havitg, 
after the date of the settlement, and before his death, received the debts 
from the persons by whom they were due to him. The intestate, on 
August 11, 1873, executed a voluntary settlement in favour of his wife, his 
own sister, and two sisters of his wife. By this deed he assigned to two 
trustees a leasehold house and some other property (including the four 
debts), to be held by them upon the trusts therein declared. The deed 
contained a recital that the settlor was ‘‘ entitled to the several principal 
sums of money specified in the schedule hereto, and due and owing to 
him respectively on the securities in such schedule also specified, together 
with interest thereon respectively.” And the deed contained an assign- 
ment to the trustees of ‘‘all those the several principal sums of money 
specified in the schedule hereto as owing to the settlor, and all interest 
due and to grow due thereon respectively, and all the estate and 
interest of the settlor therein, together with power for the trustees to 
sue and give receipts for the principal sums thereinbefore assigned, or 
any of them, and all interest thereon respectively, in the name or names 
of the settlor, his executors, administrators, and. assigns.”’ The first 
trust declared was to “‘sell, call in, or convert into money the said 
trust premises,’’ ‘‘ and for the purposes aforesaid, or any of them, to 
execute and do all such assurances and things as shall be expedient.’’ 
The deed did not contain any express assignment to the trustees of the 
securities for the four debts. The security was in each case a registered 
bill of sale of goods and chattels of the debtor. The schedule to the deed 
stated the amount of each of the four debts, the name of the debtor by 
whom it was due, and the date of the bill of sale by which it was secured. 
The settlor died on the 29th of September, 1888, intestate. He had before 
his death received from the debtors the four debts. The action was 

it by some of the beneficiaries against the trustees and the adminis- 
tratrix for the administration of the estate of the intestate and the 
execution of the trusts of the settlement. Kekewich, J., held that the 
four debts were validly assigned by the settlement, and that they became 

ject to the trusts thereof. 

Cover (Lixpiey, Bowen, and Fry, L.JJ.) affirmed the decision. 
Lasoxer, L.J., said it was not contested that the debts in question had been 
got in by the settlor after the execution of the settlement, and that the 
object and effect of the order appealed from were to render the settlor’s 
estate liable to make good the amount of the debts assigned for the benefit 
of the persons claiming under the trusts of the settlement. This, how- 
ever, was not stated in terms in the order appealed from. The appeal raised 
two questions—viz.: (1) Whether the debts referred to were so completely 
assigned by the settlement that the assignees of them could have recovered 
them from the persons who owed them to the settlor without any 
further assistance from him; (2) whether the settlor, having himself 
got them in, was liable to make good to the trustees of the settle- 
ment the amount received by him. The first question turned on 
the true construction of the settlement. The debts assigned were 
all specialty debts, and were all secured debts. They were secured 
en goods and chattels, and by registered bills of sale assigning them 
to the settlor. There was no evidence to shew whether the settlor ever 
took possession of the goods or not. The redemption clauses were to 
the effect that, on repayment of the money due, the bills of sale should 
be void. No reassignment by deed was contemplated, nor would any such 
reassignment be necessary. If the grantee of the goods had them, he 
would have to redeliver them to the grantor, but, if the grantor had them, 
no deed and no delivery would be necessary to revest the goods in him 
when he paid off the debt secured upon them. The settlement must be 
read #0 as to carry out, and not to defeat, the intention of the settlor, and 

the settlement did not in terms assign cither the bills of sale or 
the goods, it directed the trustees to get in the debts, and it empowered them 
to do whatever was necessary for that purpose. Under these wide words 
the trustees could, put in force, either in the name of the settlor, 
or, if necemary, in their own names, all or any of the powers contained 
im the bills of sale, and could do whatever might be necessary to 
revest the goods in their respective grantors on payment off of the moneys 
due on their respectiv« securities. Indeed, if it were necewary to imply 
an t to the trustecs of the bills of sale and of the goods com- 
prised im them, the learned judge was by no means sure that it would be 
going too far to imply each an assignment. Be this as it may, in his opinion 
the amounted to a canplete, and not to an incomplete, assign- 
ment of the dette mentioned in the whedule to it, within the principle of 
Kehlewich +, Manning ADeG. M. & G.176), which was the leading case on thin 

. The fact that notice of the assignment was not given to the debtors 
GA neh render the gift in nnylete, See Fortescue ¥, Barnett (5M. & K. 46) ; 
Domalhemn +, Dimaldum hay, 731). Ut once the conclusion was arrived at that 
the assignment A the dette was connplete, and not incomplete, it followed 
that the sttlor, having got in the debte himeclt, was accountable to the 
trustees A the settlement for the amount he m gotin. This was decided 
bes Porteorue +. Barnett. There was no questiom here A tollowing trust money, 
and the right of the plaintiff« wae only to rank aa creditors aeninet the 





estate of the deceased for the amount of the debts he got in, but the order 
appealed from ought to be so worded as to establish this liability, arid some 
words must be inserted to supply this omission. Before parting with the 
case it would be right to say a few words with reference to Woedford v. 
Charnley (28 Beav. 96), and Bizzey v. Flight (24 W. R. 957). In those cases 
the assignment of the debts was held not complete. The legal estate in 
the land on which the debts were charged was not conveyed to the assignees 
of the debts, nor had those assignees any power of disposing of the land. 
No such powers were conferred on the assignees of the debts as in the case 
before the court. When it became necessary to reconsider those cases, 
it would be well to do so in connection with some decisions at law, which 
shew that the assignor of a debt is liable to be sued at law by the assignee, 
if the assignor himself defeats his own assignment by getting in or 
releasing the debt assigned. See Gerard v. Lewis (L. R. 2 C. P. 305), 
Aulton v. Atkins (18 C. B. 249). The present case (said the learned judge) 
was not discussed from this point of view, and I do not, therefore, pursue 
it. But, if the settlor could have been sued at law by the trustees of 
the settlement for the amount of the debts got in by him, it follows that 
his estate is liable in equity also for the same amount, on grounds quite 
distinct from those which were discussed at the bar and have been dealt 
with in the earlier part of this judgment. See Fletcher v. Fletcher (4 Hare, 
67). The order appealed from will be made complete by adding words to 
the effect which I have already indicated. Bowen and Fry, L.JJ., concur- 
red, each of them reserving his opinion on the question whether the settlor 
could have been sued at law by the trustees of the settlement after he had 
got in the debts.—CounseL, Crackanthorpe, Q.C., and A. Whitaker ; War- 
mington, Q.C., and E. Ford ; Swinfen Eady. Soxtcrrors, Shelton Crickett ; 
G. B. Crock ; A. F. Coe. 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


BUEN v. THE LONDON AND SOUTH WALES OOAL CO.—North, J., 28th 
November. 


Company—Ricut or Dreector on Memper to Inspect Documents—Morr- 
4;AGOR—CONVEYANCING Act, 1881, s. 16. 

A question arose in this case as to the right to inspect documents be- 
longing toa company. The plaintiff was a director of the London and 
South Wales Coal Co. He was also a member of another company, called 
the Risca Investment Co. Both companies were defendants to the action. 
The Risca Co. was founded in 1881, simply for the purpose of acquiring 
debentures issued by the South Wales Co. The South Wales Co. had 
issued two sets of debentures, and the Risca Co. had acquired the whole of 
them, and its capital consisted solely of those debentures. The Risca Co. 
had no directors, and the articles of association provided that it should be 
managed by general meetings of the members. The two companies had the 
same solicitor, and in his character as solicitor for the Risca Co. he had in his 
possession two trust deeds, executed to secure the two sets of debentures. 
These deeds were executed before 1881. He had also in his possession a 
deed, executed in 1890 by both the companies, modifying in some respects 
the terms of the debentures, and some other documents relating to the 
debentures. By the action the plaintiff, as a director of the South Wales 
Co., claimed the right to inspect and take copies of the documents which 
were in the ssion of the solicitor on behalf of that company, and as a 
member of the Risca Co. the plaintiff claimed the right to inspect and take 
copies of the documents which the solicitor held on behalf of that com- 
pany. The plaintiffs’ co-directors of the South Wales Co. had refused 
to allow him to inspect the documents belonging to that company. 

Nortu, J., held that as a director the plaintiff was entitled to inspect 
the documents of the South Wales Co., and that this right of a director 
did not exist only at board meetings. Ifa company had no confidence in 
their directors, their proper course was to remove them from their office. 
But, as a member of the Risca Co., notwithstanding the peculiar constitu- 
tion of the company, his lordship held that the plaintiff had no such right 
ot poe see their documents. The only way in which he could obtain 
inspection of their documents would be by means of the right of inspection 
given to the South Wales Co. as mortgagors by section 16 of the Con- 
veyancing Act, 1881, and that section did not apply to the deeds executed 
before 1881.—Counse., Cozens-Hardy, Q.C., and Grosvenor Woods ; Napier 
Higgins, Q.C., and A. Young; Everitt, Q.C., and A, C. Eddis, Soxscrrons, 
Snell, Son, & Greenip ; Flux & Co. 


Re THE BRIDGEWATER NAVIGATION CO. (LIM.)—North, J., 
3rd December. 


Company—Wisxvinc vre—Disrumvtion or Assets—Reserven Funp— 
Oxnvinany AND Purvenence SHaAngHoLpens. 


The question in this case was how certain assets of the company, which 


| was in liquidation (by reason of its undertaking having been purchased by the 
| Manchester Ship Canal Co. under their statutory powers), were to be distri- 





buted among the shareholders, there being twoclasses—ordinary shareholders 
and preference shareholders, A question had previously arisen as to the 
distribution between the same classes of the purchase-money paid by the 
Ship Canal Co,, and in Birch vy. Cropper (14 App. Cas. 525) the House of 
Lords decided that the ultimate surplus (after refunding the paid-up 
capital) was distributable in proportion to the nominal amounts of the 
shares, including what was unpaid eps them, The questions now raised 
were—firet, whether the ordinary shareholders were entitled to be paid a 
dividend out of the current profits for the broken period of the pas 1887 
down to the 4th of August (the date at which the purchase took effect) ; 
amconaly, whether they were entitled to have considered as divisible profit 
certain sme of the nature of reserve funda; and thirdly, whether they 
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were entitled to have recouped certain sums which in the past had been 
applied by the directors out of income, and which, it was alleged, had really 
been expended for capital purposes. The sums in the nature of reserve 
funds amounted in all to £43,500. They comprised a depreciation of 
steamers’ fund, an insurance fund “‘ to cover risks on the Mersey,’’ and a 
‘canal improvement fund.’’ The latter fund was appro riated for pur- 
poses none of which had been carried out, and which me unneces- 
sary by reason of the sale of the undertaking to the Ship Canal Co. The 
articles of association of the Bridgewater Co. provided, by clause 92, that no 
dividend should be paid except out of the profits of the company arising 
from the business of the company as shewn upon the balance-sheet, which 
should from time to time have been examined and passed by the auditor. 
Clause 93 gave the board of directors power, in priority to any dividend, 
to set aside out of the profits of the company a reserve fund for effecting 
purchases, redeeming mo , and other objects usual for a reserve 
fund. Clause 94 provided that, subject to the last ing article, the 
entire net profits of each year should belong to the holders of the ordinary 
shares; and that the board might thereout, with the sanction of the com- 
pany in general meeting, declare a divigend to be payable on those shares 
in proportion to the amounts paid up thereon. 

Nortu, J., was of opinion that the questions now raised were not con- 
cluded by Birch v. Cropper. With respect to the current profits, he was of 
opinion that the ordinary shareholders were entitled to an inquiry what 
the profits were at the time when the sale to the Ship Canal Co. became 
effective—that is, for a broken period of about seven months; and that, 
notwithstanding that the provisions of the articles as to the making of a 
balance-sheet at the end of the year, which was to be certified by an 
auditor, could not now be complied with, the profits could be ascertained. 
With respect to the suggested inquiry as to what sums out of profits had 
been in past time applied by the directors to capital expenditure, he was 
of opinion that the ordinary shareholders were not entitled to such an 
inquiry. Neither the officers of the court nor any one else could possibly 
answer such an inquiry. The directors in the exercise of their discretion 
had determined what funds should be applied to the expenditure which 
they thought desirable. In such companies as this the question whether 
certain expenditure should be met by the application of capital or income 
would depend on the circumstances of the particular year in which it was 
made. Ina year in which the profits were not sufficient to give a large 
dividend the directcrs would be less likely to provide for expenditure of 
this matter out of income than if the profits were . As to the depre- 
ciation fund and the insurance fund, his lordship thought that they both 
formed part of the general property of the company, in which all the 
members were entitled to share. Inas er concern the sums which had 
created the insurance fund would have been paid away to underwriters and 
would never have come into profits at all. The improvement fund had 
been taken out of profits for a purpose which had unnecessary, 
and it ought, he thought; to revert to the account of profits which belonged 
to the ordinary shareholders.—CovunsrL, Napier Higgins, Q.C., and 8. A. 
Sampson ; Cozens-Hardy, Q.C., and O. Leigh Clare; Buekley, Q.C., and 
Swinfen Eady. Soxicrrors, Cunliffes § Davenport ; Burgess § Cozens. 


NELSON +. WORSSAM—AStirling, J., 28th November. 


Practice—Contempt—Mortion to Commir—Perrsonat Service or Notice 
or Morton. 


In this case a motion to commit the defendant for breach of an under- 
taking given by his counsel to the vacation judge was resisted on the 
ground that the notice of motion had not been personally served, and that 
the right to take this objection had been expressly reserved, though the 
defendant had filed an affidavit replying to the substance of the charge 
against him. 

Srieiinea, J., referred to the case of Ellerton v. Thirsk (1 Jac. & W. 376), 
following Angerstein v. Hunt (6 Ves. 488), and declined to de from the 
practice there laid down by Lord Eldon, that perso service was 
necessary, though in this case it was the merest formality. He ordered the 
motion to stand over for a week to allow personal notice to be served.— 
Sg se Buckley, Q.C., and Nelson ; Oswald. Soxrtcrrors, Lowless § Co. ; A. 

. Harman, 





High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 


REG. r. COL. BYRDE AND OTHERS (Justices) AND THE PONTYPOOL 
GAS CO.—17th and 20th November. 


Jvusticrs—DriscretTion—Manpamvus—Drsamissat or Scmmons—Rervsat to 
Issuzn Suconp Summons. 


Rule for a mandamus to the justices of Monmouthshire to hear and 
determine the matter for the isst of a summons. The Pontypool Gas 
and Water Co, had obtained, in the year 1878, an Act of Parliament 
called the Pontypool Gas and Water Act, 1873, and by section 47 of this 
Act the company were within two years and six months after the passing 
ofthe Act (the 26th of May, 1878) to complete, to the satisfaction of the 
Board of Trade, a certain reservoir, and if the company should fail with- 
in that period to complete the reservoir, ‘then the company shall be 
liable to a penalty of twenty pounds a week for every week after the ex- 
piration of the period so limited until the said reservoir is completed as 
aforesaid.’’ In the year 1880 the plaintiff had issued a summons for 
penalties under the section against the company, the being 
still uncompleted ; but on the hearing of the summons the justices were 
of opinion that the offence created by the section was not a continuing 


plaintiff’s right was barred by the six months’ limitation in section 11 of 


ll & 12 Vict. c. 43. accordingly dismissed the summons as 
out of time, but they offered to state a cane which the plaintiff declined? 


but 

matter at all, on the ground that they had already, on the former occa- 
sion in 1880, disposed of the whole matter, and 
diction in the matter, and they refused to i 
reservoir, it seemed, was still uncompleted, and 
force until July, 1890, when it was repealed by 
The plaintiff obtained the present rule for a mandamus directed to the 
justices to hear and determine his for a summons. 

The judgment of Tue Covrr ( and Wiuuss, JJ.). was 
read by Wiiutams, J. We are of opinion that this rule must be 
made absolute. The ground upon which the justi the 
summons was that a summons for an offence of had 
been taken out by the presen 
on the ground that the offence alleged had been completed more 
than six months before the date of the summons, and that therefore they 
had no jurisdiction to go into the matter again. It appears from the 


in 1880, the justices, at the instance of the 
a case for the opinion of the court, raising the question 

completion of the reservoir at the time limited by the Act was an offence 
which was complete at that date, a date more than six months before the 
date of the summons, or whether it was an offence continuing in each 
week that the non-completion continued. It further appes that the 
prosecutor failed to take up that case, and thus i in the validity 
of the decision of the justices. 

decide is, whether that previous i 
refusal of the justices to issue the present summons. ety wang 
qocking, f enauinion Ses Cee es es the 
justices have and determined the i 

have declined to grant it, the court will not grant a mandamus to 

them to review their decision. 


1 
H 


view of their Es Pe i 


absolute.—Counset, Rwegg; A. T. Lawrence; Ram. Sovrcrrors, 
Few, & Co. ; Harrison ¢ Powell. 


HYAM (Judgment Creditor) r. FREEMAN (Judgmen : 
Garnishee)—Pollock, B., at Chambers, Ist December. 
GarnisHes ORpDER—ATTACHMENT OF Monsys To Bscome Dv ro Jcpement 

Derror on Brut or Excoanes accgrtep ny Garntsaes—Incnctiax, 
This was an application by a judgment creditor for a garuishee order 
against a person who had accepted some bills of payable to the 
order of the j st of 


of December, when the sum of £62 would become payable to the jadement 
debtor from the garnishee as of the first bill. If that was 
negotiated by the judgment before the same became due, thea 
execution was not te till after the Sth of January, when 


— have by 
the order was only to 
ment debtor would have on the of December and the Sth of Janwary 





one, and that the right to the penalties began to run from the date of 
the defanlt—that ix, the 26th of November, 1875, and that, therefore, the 
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Solicitors’ Cases. 
HAYNE vr. BURCHELL AND OTHERS—C. A. No. 1, 28th November. 


Soxicrron—ArrTIcLEp CLERK— Restrictive CovENANT IN ARTICLES—ALLEGED 
Breach—MBEANING oF “‘ TAKING AWAY OR DOING Brsrvess witH CLIENTS.” 


This action arose out of a dispute as to the meaning of a covenant be- 
tween a solicitor in the usual form of an agreement with a clerk for 
serving his articles. Hayne, the plaintiff, had agreed in 1877 with the 
father of Charles Burchell, one of the defendants’ firm, to take Charles 
Burchell into his office to serve his articles for five years. The articles 
contained the following covenant :—That the said Charles Burchell shall 
not, either during the said term or at any time afterwards during the life 
of the said W. W. Hayne, take away any clients of the said W. W. Hayne, 
nor transact or do any business for them or any of them,” and that if he 
should do so he should pay to Hayne as liquidated damages the sum of £10 
for every day in which he should be engaged or concerned in practice as a 
solicitor in violation of any of the covenants of the said articles, and his 
father entered into a bond for his due observance of the same. Charles 
Burchell came of age in 1879, the articles ended in 1882, and in 1887 he 
; ined the defendant firm of solicitors as partner. The plaintiff alleged 

hes of the above covenant by doing business with or taking away 
from Hayne’s firm certain persons in the position of clients of Hayne’s. 
The action was tried before Cave, J., with a jury in Middlesex, and re- 
sulted in a verdict and judgment for the plaintiff for £150. The defend- 
ants now appealed. The defence of infancy was raised but not subse- 
quently tt with. Three specific cases of alleged breach of the above 
covenant were now brought before the court, but the main dispute turned 
on the construction of the words “client,’’ ‘‘ taking away,’”’ and “‘ doing 
business with ’’ in the said covenant. 

Lord Esuer, M.R., said that the complaint of the plaintiff was that, as 
he alleged, the defendant, Charles Burchell, had taken away clients from 
him or had done business for clients of his contrary to the articles of 
agreement. What was the meaning of this particular clause in the con- 
tract ? First, it clearly can refer only to a person who is a client at the 
time during which the defendant was articled to the plaintiff. Secondly, 
not ‘‘to do business for any client of Hayne’s’’ must mean “ not to act 
as solicitor’’ for such a person. This, again, can only refer to persons 
who were clients during the time mentioned. It cannot mean that 

was never to act as solicitor for any person who once had been a 
client of Hayne’s, say ten years before Burchell was articled. Now, what 
is “‘being a client’’? Really, no one is a client for any length of time, 
but only for the particular business for which he retains the solicitor. 
But, as popularly understood, a client must here be held to mean a person 
who habitually employed Hayne as solicitor. Suppose such a person had 
previously quarrelled with Hayne, and six months after the expiration of 
these articles went to consult Burchell? It would be absurd to say that 
such a continued to be a client of Hayne’s. Therefore, ‘‘ doing 
business with a client of Hayne’s”’ means in this contract “acting as a 
solicitor for any person who, during the time of Burchell’s articles, or before 
or after, was a person who habitually employed Hayne as solicitor and 
who would have employed Hayne had he not done the particular business 
with or retained Burchell.’ That is the test. But if a person who once 
had been a client of Hayne’s had ceased to be so within the above test, 
there could be no breach of the covenant if such person chose to employ 
Barehell. [Lord Esxer then applied this test to three specific cases 
charged, and held that in none of them had Burchell taken away or done 
business with a client within the above meaning.] Lopes, L.J., con- 
curred. The ing of “‘ clients ’’ must be persons who before the alleged 
breaches of covenant employed, and probably would have continued to em- 
ploy, Hayne as solicitor but for the employment of Burchell in his stead. 

x, L.J., in concurring, said that such covenants as these restricted the 
common law rights of a man to exercise his trade or profession where and 
how he liked. In such cases the proper canon of construction was laid 
down by James, L.J., in German v. Chapman (25 W. R. 882, 7 Ch. D. 276), 
—namely, that restrictive words where there is any ambiguity must be con- 
strued strictly, and a plaintiff seeking the assistance of the court must bring 
the case within the —_ meaning of the contract which he seeks to 
enforce. The object e, a perfectly proper one, was that the articled 
clerk should not take advantage for his future benefit of knowledge and 
information as to clients obtained in his employer’s office. The covenant 
meant that he was not to take away from his former employer’s firm business 
which, but for him, would have continued to be transacted by that firm. 
It did not appear that he had done so in any single case cited. The fact 
that a 1 who was a client of Hayne’s and also a client of the firm of 

during the time these articles were in force continued to bring a 

class of business to Burchell’s firm after Charles Burchell had 
joined it could not be said to be a breach of the above covenant. The only 
proper test in this, as in the other cases, was that laid down by the Master 
of the Rolls—namely, would this particular business have been in all 
aor d taken to Hayne had it not been for the presence of Charles 
in the firm? In the instance cited this particular trust business 
of this client had always been carried out by Burchell’s firm, and it was 
immaterial that it continued to be w after Charles joined that firm. 
Appeal allowed, and judgment entered for the defendants.—Covunset, 
Crump, QC., and Kisch; Fletcher Moulton, Q.C., and A. T. Lawrence. 
Sorsctrons, Vineent Chamberlain ; Burchell & Co. 


Re THE BREAD SUPPLY ASSOCIATION (LIM.)—Kekewich, J., 2nd 
December. 
Sorscrron—Couraxy—Avrunontry oy Cuatnuax to Iserevct « Soucrron 
To Act ron THe Company. 

In thie case a provisional official liquidator had been appointed upon a 





creditor’s petition with the alleged consent of the company. It appeared 
that the solicitor who professed to act on behalf of the company was the 
solicitor named in the prospectus as solicitor of the company, and had 
usually acted for them. On this occasion he had received his instructions 
from the chairman of the company. On behalf of the company it was 
now moved to discharge the order, on the ground that they had not 
authorized the solicitor to appear for the company or consent. It was 
argued for the petitioning creditor that the company had represented that 
the solicitor in question was their solicitor, and could not repudiate him 
now. 

Kexewrcn, J., said that he had made the order for the appointment of" 
a provisional official liquidator on the express consent of the company, 
but he was now of opinion that the company had not given their consent. 
No blame attached to anybody, but the solicitor had been instructed only 
by the chairman of the company. The chairman of a company had no 
authority to give such instructions, and certainly no authority to instruct 
a solicitor to take the first step in an act of suicide. The consequence 
was that the company had not appeared or consented to the order, and the 
order ought not to have been made, and must now be discharged, with 
costs to be paid by the petitioning creditor.—CovnseL, Warmington, Q.C., 
and Emden ; Marten, Q.C., and G. F. Hart. Sottcrrors, Kennedy, Hughes, 
§ Kennedy ; C. 8. Gover. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY v. MARTIN—Birmingham City Police 
Court, 18th November. 


FatsELy PRETENDING TO BE A SOLIcrTor. 


William Martin, of 8, Lincoln’s-inn, Corporation-street, Birmingham, 
accountant, carrying on business as ‘‘ Lee & Martin,’’ was summoned at 
the instance of the Incorporated Law Society of the United Kingdom for, 
that ‘‘ he did unlawfully, wilfully, and falsely pretend to be a solicitor con- 
trary to the statute,’ &c. Dr. Showell Rogers (Johnson, Barclay, 
Johnson, & Rogers) prosecuted, and Mr. Stubbins (instructed by Messrs. 
Buller, Bickley, & Cross) defended. Dr. Rogers, in opening the case, 
stated that the proceedings were instituted under section 12 of the 
Solicitors Act, 1874 (37 & 38 Vict. c.68). The matter was taken up by the 
Incorporated Law Society on two grounds; to protect the public from 
unqualified practitioners, and to protect the legal profession, the members 
of which necessarily spent much time and money in order to become 
solicitors and to practise as such, and were therefore entitled to be pro- 
tected in the exercise of their statutory rights and privileges. The facts 
were as follows :—The informant, Charles William Patrick, was in the 
employ of the Birmingham Central Tramways Co. (Limited), who were 
indebted to a medical man to the extent of £2 2s. The doctor placed the 
matter in the hands of the defendant, who was a debt collector. He was 
described in the Birmingham Directory as an ‘‘ accountant,” but his name 
did not appear in the list of accountants published by the Institute of 
Chartered Accountants, and it certainly did not appear in the Law List. 
On the 3rd of July, 1890, the tramways company received from the defend- 
ant a printed circular as follows, the particulars of;the creditor’s name and 
the amount demanded filled in in writing :— 

** Lincoln’s-inn, ee, Birmingham, 
** July 3rd. 1890, 
‘*Hours 10 to 4. Saturdays, 10 to 1. 

‘* Sir,—We are instructed by Dr. P to apply to you for the sum 
of £2 2s., being the amount due to him as per account rendered, and 
to request a settlement of the same on or before Wednesday next.—Yours 
truly, ** Lee & Martin.” 

No reply being sent, the tramways company received the following 
further printed communication from the defendant with the same parts in 
writing as before :— 

‘* Lincoln’s-inn, Corporation-street, Birmingham, 
** July 9th, 1890. 
‘* Hours 10 to 4. Saturdays, 10 to 1. 

** Sir,—Dr. P.’s account, £2 2s.—No notice having been taken of our 
last communication, we have to inform you that unless part of the amount 
is paid us by Wednesday next, we shall take legal proceedings against 
you without further delay or notice.—Yours truly, “ Lez & Martin.”’ 

Further correspondence followed, in which the company asked for par- 
ticulars of the claim, and ultimately a cheque was sent to the doctor 
direct after the tramways company had consulted their solicitors. The 
information upon which the summons was issued was based on the letter 
of the 9th of July. Dr. Rogers contended that the letter, which had 
nothing on the face of it to shew the business or profession of the writer, 
indicated that the defendant wrote in the capacity of a solicitor. The 
language employed was such as a solicitor alone was justified in using. 
For section 2 of the Solicitors Act, 1843 (6 & 7 Vict. c. 73), provided that 
**no person shall act as a solicitor, or as such solicitor sue out any writ or 
process, or commence or carry on any action, suit, or other proceeding in the 
name of any other person or in hisownname . . unless such person 
shall be admitted and enrolled, and otherwise duly" qualified to act as a 
solicitor.”’ The defendant, in the letter in question, said ‘‘ we shall take 
legal proceedings,’ &c., and ‘‘take”’ was equivalent to ‘‘ commence.” 
The phraseology employed was such as solicitors alone usually employ. 
Why, therefore, should the defendant have used a solicitor’s form except 
to pretend that he was a solicitor? This was not a case where a man 
wrote for a debt due to himself, in which case the language of the 
demand would be unobjectionable, as any person was entitled to commence 
and to maintain legal proceedings in propria persona. ‘The offence was 





that the letter was written by the defendant, on behalf of, and to recover 
a debt due to, a third person. Dr. Rogers referred to the following - 
terial decisions under the section, not as authorities, but as a guide, 
| shewing what had been done in cases where the facts were similar to the 
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mt: (1883) Fandell’s case (74 L. T. 436), (1883) Fawkes’s case (75 L. T. 
66), (1884) Moss’s case (19 L. J. 126), (1884) Derome’s case (Ibid. 776; 8.C., 
29 Souicrrors’ JouRNAL, 157), and (1885) Shaw’s case (73 L. T. 188). 

Charles William Patrick, the informant, then proved the facts above 
stated, and deposed that he believed the letters referred to were from a 
solicitor, and that, acting upon that belief, he had placed the matter in 
the hands of the tramway company’s solicitors, when, on referring to the 
Law List, it was found that defendant’s name was not there. 

Mr. Stubbins, for the defence, stated that the defendant was a medical 
accountant, debt collector, and agent for the buying and selling of 
medical practices. He contended that the facts proved did not disclose 
any offence under the section. Both ng memos were printed circulars, 
and stated that the defendant’s office hours were from 10 to 4 and on 
Saturdays from 10 to 1. These were not solicitor’s hours, whose offices 
were supposed to be open till 6 ae every day, except Saturday, and then 
till 2 p.m., for the delivery of pleadings, &c. Then, the amount actually 
owing was alone demanded, and there was no attempt to obtain a fee for 
writing the letter. The phrase ‘‘we are instructed ’’ was an extremely 
common one, it was used by auctioneers, accountants, and others besides 
solicitors, and certainly did not imply that the defendant was a solicitor, 
nor did even the expression ‘‘ we shall take legal proceedings ’’ justify a 
conviction. There was nothing ‘‘ wilful’’ and nothing “‘ false,’’ because, 
as a matter of fact, the defendant had consulted Mr. Hawkins, a solici- 
tor, about seven years ago, as to whether there was anything in the 
printed circulars which would make him amenable to the Solicitors Act. 
Being advised that there was not, he issued them without any intent to 
commit an offence. The cases quoted for the prosecution were magis- 
terial decisions only. [The Stirenp1ary.—Of course, they are not bind- 
ing authorities, but may be referred to for what they are worth.] Mr. 
Stubbins further contended that as no false name or address was used, 
nor was it proved that the defendant had not the authority of the 
creditor to apply for the money, this brought the case within the 
case of (1885) Incorporated Law Society v. Bedford (49 J. P. 215). He further 
cited (1884) Symonds v. Incorporated Law Society (49 J. P. 212) and (1883) 
Incorporated Law Society v. Waterlow Brothers § Layton (8 App. Cas. 407). 

George Ernest Hawkins, solicitor, stated that he knew the defendant, who 
consulted him about seven years before as to a circular. Dr. Rogers 
objected to this evidence, and the stipendiary was about to give effect to 
the objection when the witness stated that he was not prepared to sa 
that the printed circular in question was the same as_ that which 
was submitted to him, and his further evidence was therefore dispensed 
with. 

Dr. Rogers, in reply, said the cases quoted by Mr. Stubbins were dis- 
tinguishable from the present one. All that Bedford’s case decided was 
that the justices were not bound to convict on the evidence before them, 
while in Symonds’ case the defendant did not say he was ‘‘ instructed,’’ and, 
moreover, was a partner, and consequently entitled to demand a debt 
which was due in part to himself. Law Society v. Waterlow was a decision 
upon another statute, and was in no way ot sage 

The Stipenp1ary said that he would carefully consider the facts and the 
authorities cited, and would give his decision next day. 

November 19.—The Srrrenprary (Mr. Cotmore) briefly recapitulated 
the facts of the case as above, which he said were really admitted. . The 
informant was in the employ of the Central Tramways Co., from whom 
£2 2s. was due to a medical man, who placed the matter in the hands of 
the defendant, Martin, who was a debt collector. The defendant accord- 
ingly applied on the 3rd of July for the money in a circular couched in 
these terms, ‘‘ We are instructed to apply to you for payment of £2 2s. ”’ 
&ce. No notice being taken of this, on the 9th of July the defendant sent 
another notice in which he threatened that unless part of the amount was 
paid within a week ‘‘ we shall take legal proceedings against you without 
further delay or notice.’’ Subsequently iculars of claim were asked 
for, and Martin supplied them. Other correspondence followed. 
“'These,’’ continued the stipendiary, ‘‘are the facts upon which the 
Incorporated Law Society say this man has pretended to be a soli- 
citor. The only witness was the informant, Mr. Patrick, who stated on 
oath that all these circumstances led him to believe that he was negotiating 
with a firm of solicitors; and I find as a fact that he did so believe, 
and I do not wonder at his so es. The In rated Law Society 
caused the proceedings to be instituted, and the defendant was ¢c! 
with unlawfully, wilfully, and falsely preten to be a solicitor. Cases 
have been quoted on both sides, but those cited by Mr. Stubbins on behalf 
of the defendant are clearly distinguishable. Beyond that remark I will not 
say more, as the case may go to another court. The case of Zhe Incor- 

porated Law Society v. Moss, referred to by Dr. Rogers, was a magisterial 
case, which, as the facts were similar to the present, is in point, though, of 
course, not binding upon me. I do not wonder at Mr. Patrick concluding 
that he was corresponding with a firm of solicitors, because no persons 
but solicitors can ‘‘ take legal nr a» * on behalf of a third 
om. I therefore consider that the defendant did wilft and 
alsely pretend to be a solicitor. What makes the case worse is that 
he consulted a solicitor to find out how near the wind he could sail 
without risk. I fine the defendant in the full penalty of £10 and costs, in 
default one month’s imprisonment. Dr. rs asked for solicitor’s fee, 
and the stipendiary allowed £1 1s, Mr. Stubbins then asked the stipen- 
diary if he would state a case for the opinion of the Queen's Bench 
Division as to whether there was in law any evidence to justify a convic- 
tion. Mr. Colmore replied, that if the request were in writing in 
the ordinary way he would state a case, but pointed out that his decision 
was on a finding of facts against the defendant. 

Pending the gg = in a higher court the defendant did not wish 
to pay the penalty. Police-sergeant Alexander said it was the custom to 


pay the penalty, and in case the magistrate’s decision should be over- 





ruled the money was returned. Mr. Stubbins said there was no necessity 
to pay, and Mr. Carter (magistrate’s clerk) answered that Martin would 
be detained if he did not hand over the amount. Mr. Stubbins doubted 
whether the court had power to do that. He could point to a case 
which the magistrates detained a woman for an hour or two and they 
to pay heavily for it. He should leave the court to detain Martin at 
risk. The defendant left his seat with the ostensible object of 
the court, but Police-sergeant Alexander followed and the money 
paid forthwith. 

No application to state a case was subsequently made by or on 
of the defendant. 



















































fe 


E 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 
THE BANKRUPTCY ACTS, 1883 AND 1890. 
GENERAL RULES UNDER THE Bankruptcy Acts, 1883 anp 1890. 
Preliminary. 
1. ement and application.) These Rules shall commence and come 
into operation on the Ist day of January, 1891, and shall, so far as practic- 
able, apply to all matters arising, and to all proceedings taken in any 
matters under the Acts on and after the said day. 
2. Citation.| These Rules and the Bankruptcy Rules, 1886, shall be read 
and construed as one set of Rules. These Rules may be cited as the Bank- a 
ruptcy Rules, 1890, and they and the Bankruptcy Rules, 1886, may be to- 4 
gether cited as the Bankruptcy Rules, 1886 and 1890. 
Each of these Rules may for the pu:pose of citation with reference toe 
the Bankruptcy Rules, 1886, be cited by the number set opposite to the 
Rule in brackets in the margin. 
3. Interpretation.] In these Rules— 
‘The Acts’? mean ‘The Bankruptcy Acts, 1883 and 1890,” “‘ The 
Bankruptcy Appeals (County Courts) Act, 1884,’ and ‘‘ The Pre- 
ferential Payments in Bankruptcy Act, 1888.” 
**The Act of 1883 ’’ means ‘‘ The Bankruptcy Act, 1883.”" a 
“‘The Act of 1890’? means ‘‘ The Bankruptcy Act, 1890.”’ . 
In the Bankruptcy Rules, 1886 and 1890, trustee includes any trustee 
appointed under a composition or scheme. 


Proceedings. 


4. Use of file by Board of Trade and Official Receiver. [17a.] ] Where in the 
exercise of their functions under the Acts or Rules, the Board of Trade or 
the Official Receiver require to inspect or use the file of proceedings in any 
matter, the Registrar (unless the file is at the time required for use 
in Court or by him) on request transmit the file of proceedings to the Board 
of Trade or Official Receiver, as the case may be. 

Preparation of Orders. 

5. Preparation of Orders, [37a.] ] If within one week from the making of 
an order of adjudication, order annulling adjudication, order on ap - 
tion to approve a composition or scheme, order annulling a composition 
scheme, or order on application for discharge, such order has not 
completed, it shall be the duty of the Registrar to fm pm and complete 
such order; provided that if in any case the Judge be of opinion that 
the provisions of this Rule ought not to apply, he may so order; and pro- 
vided also that where an order of di is granted subject to the con- 
dition that judgment shall be entered against the bankrupt, nothing in this 
Rule shall require the Registrar oes and complete the order until 
the bankrupt has given consent, in the prescribed form, to judgment being 
entered against him. 

6. Notice of appointment to settle order. pi) ] A person who has 
the carriage of an order shall obtain from the Registrar an appointment 
to settle the order, and shall give reasonable notice of the a tment to 
all persons who may be affected by the order, or to their solicitors. 


Witnesses and Depositions. 

7. Shorthand writers. [67a.] ] Where the Official Receiver applies for 
the appointment of a person to take down in shorthand the evidence of a 
debtor on his public examination, he shall, unless there is a shorthand 
writer officially attached to the Court, or in the High Court nominated by 
the Judge of the High Court for that ) orneee © pee Se Se 

be appointed, the Court 


p , and the person so nominated 
Dall etheruies order. 
Costs. 

8. Re-taxation of costs when assets realize less than certified amounts, [1124.] ] 
Where the assets of a debtor have been certified under @ or 
(c) of No. 1 of the Scale of Solicitors’ Costs as likely or not y to 
the sums therein mentioned, and the gross proceeds of the assets are, 
after taxation and it of than 4 
amount at which ey have been certified, the bill of costs shall, on the E 





is 


chargeable on such re-taxation. 

9. Sherif’’s costs. [119a.] ] Rules 118 and 119 of the Bankruptey 
1886, shall be read as there were substituted therein for the 
* Section 46 ft of the Act,”’ and ‘‘ Section 46 (2) of the Act,”’ the 


ii 








‘* Section 11 (1) of the Bankruptcy Act, 1890,” and ‘‘ Section 11 (2) of the 
Bankruptey Act, 1890," oe and the term “ goods” in the said 
Rule 118 shall he deemed to include money, 

10, Costs notes, [125a.] } at the instance of the 
Official Receiver a shorthand writer is appointed to take notes of the 
examination of the debtor at his public examination, the costs of sach 
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notes shall be deemed to be an expense incurred or authorized by the 
Official Receiver, and shall be payable out of the estate of the bankrupt in 
the order of oe in which such expenses are payable under the pro- 
visions of Rule 125 of the Bankruptcy Rules, 1886. 


Appeals from County Courts. 
11. Interlocutory motions-on appeal. [134a.] ] When there is an appeal to 


the Court from an order of a County Court, in a bankruptcy matter, 
any r or direction incidental thereto, not involving the decision of the 
appeal, may be given by the Judge of the High Court for the time being 
exercising Sach scare jurisdiction, but any such order or direction may be 


discharged or varied by the High Court. 
Service of Petition. 

12. Death of debtor before service of petition. [156a.] ] If a debtor against 
whom a bankruptcy petition has been filed dies before service thereof, the 
Court may order service to be effected on the personal representatives 
of the debtor, or on such other persons as the Court may think fit. 


Rescission of Receiving Order, and Annulment of Adjudication. 

13. Applications to rescind Receiving Order, to stay proceedings thereun ler, or 
to annul adjudication. [1344.] ] An application to the Court to rescind a 
Receiving Order or to stay proceedings thereunder, or to annul an adjudi- 
cation, shall not be heard except upon proof that notice of the intended 

ication, and a copy of the affidavits in support thereof have been 
ly served upon the Official Receiver. Unless the Court gives leave to 
the contrary, notice of such application shall be served on the Official 
Receiver not less than seven days before the day named in the notice for 
hearing the application. Pending the hearing of the application, the 
penn 4g make an interim order staying such of the proceedings as it 


me, 


Public Examination of Debtor. 

14. Publie examination of debtor who is a lunatic, $e. [189a.]] (1.) An 

ication for an order dispensing with the public examination of a 

or directing that the debtor be examined in some manner or at some 

place other than is usual, on the ground that the debtor is a lunatic or 

suffers from mental or physical affliction or disability rendering him unfit 

a public examination, may be made by the Official Receiver, or 

y person who has been appointed by any Court having jurisdiction so 

to manage the affairs of or represent the debtor, or by any relative or 

of the debtor who may appear to the Court to be a proper person to 
the application. 

the application is made by the Official Receiver, it may be 

and the evidence in support of the application may be 

of the Official Receiver to the Court, the contents of 

be received as prima facie evidence of the matters therein 
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application is made by some person other than the 
it shall be made by motion, of which notice shall be 
Receiver and trustee (if any), and shall, except in the 
80 found by inquisition, bé supported by an affidavit of a 
registered — practitioner as to the physical and mental con- 
) the order is made on the application of the Official Receiver, 
expense of holding the examination shall be deemed to be an e 

the Official Receiver within the meaning of Rule 125 of the 
Bankruptcy Rules, 1886. Where the application is made by any other 
person, he shall, before any order is made on the application, deposit with 
the Official Receiver such sum as the Official Receiver shall certify to be 

for the —— of the examination. 

(5.) The order to be made on the application shall be in the Form No. 
414. or the Form No. 41n. in the Appendix, as the case may be, with such 
variations as circumstances may require. 

Adjudication. 

15. Adjudication on failure of composition or scheme. [192. Where a com- 
position or scheme is not accepted by the creditors U ‘ie first meeting or 
at one adjournment thereof, the Court may, on the application of the 
Official Receiver, or of any person interested, adjudge the debtor bank- 


is 7 Adjudication on adjournment of public examination sine die. [1924.} J 
Where the public examination of a debtor is adjourned sine dic, and the 
debtor has not previously been adjudged bankrupt, the court may forth- 
with, and without any notice to the debtor, adjudge him bankrupt. 

Service of Proceedings. 

17. Service where debtor abroad. [195.]] Where a debtor against whom a 
receiving order has been made is not in England, the Court may order 
the debtor of the receiving order, order of adjudication, order to 
publication examination or any adjournment thereof, or of 
order made against, or summons issued for the attendance of, 
= be made within such time and in such manner and form as it 


[rently 
tft i 


He 


E 
E 


Composition or Scheme. 
18. Forms where proposal submitted by debtor. (196.]] Where a debtor 
to submit as 5 sposal for a composition or scheme, the Forms of 
notice, « report, Nos. 8a, $1, 81a, 8ln, and 82, in the 
with such variations as circumstances may require, shall be 
weed by the Official Receiver for the purpose of the meeting of creditors 
ae = the veal. 

F agg debtor or Official Receiver for approval of Court. (191. 
Where creditors have accepted a componiiion. or p inn A 4 
public examination of the debtor has been concluded, the Official Receiver 
oF the debtor may forthwith apply to the Court to fix a day for the hearing 








of an application for the approval of such composition or scheme. The 
Official Receiver shall not by making such application be deemed neces- 
sarily to approve of the composition or scheme. 

20. Notice to Official Receiver. [198.]] Any person other than the 

Official Receiver who applies to the Court to approve of a composition or 
scheme shall, not less than ten days before the day appointed for hearing 
the application, send notice of the application to the Official Receiver. 
" 21. Notice to creditors. [199.] ] enever an application is made to 
the Court to approve of a composition or scheme, the Official Receiver 
shall, not less than three days before the day appointed for hearing the 
application, send notice of the application to every creditor who has 
proved. his debt. 

22. Opposed applications. [200.]] In any case in which an application 
is made to the Court to approve of a composition or scheme, and the 
Official Receiver reports to the Court any fact, matter, or circumstance 
which would justify the Court in refusing to approve of the composition 
or scheme, such application shall be deemed to be an opposed application 
within the meaning of paragraph (d) of sub-section 2 of section 99 of the 
Act of 1883. 

23. Official Receiver’s report to be filed. (201.]] In every case of an 
application to the Court to approve of a composition or scheme, the report 
of the Official Receiver shall be filed not less than four days before the 
time fixed for hearing the application. 

24. Hearing and appeal. [202.] | On the hearing of any application to 
the Court to approve of a composition or scheme, the Court shall, in addi- 
tion to considering the report of the Official Receiver, hear the Official 
Receiver and the trustee (if any) thereon, and an appeal to the Court of 
Appeal shall lie at the instance of the Board of Trade, or of the trustee 
(if any), from any order of the Court made upon such an application. 

25. Costs of application by debtor. [203.]] No costs incurred by a 
debtor, of or incidental to an application to approve of a composition or 
scheme, shall be allowed out of the estate if the Court refuses to approve 
the composition or scheme. 

26. Evidence and order. [204.]] (1.) The Court before approving of a 
composition or scheme shall, in addition to investigating the other matters 
as required by the Acts, require proof that the provisions of sub-sections 
(1) and (2) of sectién 3 of the Act of 1890 have been complied with. An 
order approving of a composition or scheme shall be in the Form No. 67 
in the Appendix, with such variations as circumstances may require. 

(2.) In the High Court the Senior Bankruptcy Registrar, and in a 
County Court the Registrar shall forthwith send notice to the Board of 
Trade of every order made on an application to es of a composition 
or scheme, and the Board of Trade shall gazette the same. 

27. Provision in composition or scheme for costs and charges. [205.| ] Where 
a composition or scheme has been duly accepted by the creditors, such 
composition or scheme shall not be approved by the Court unless the Court 
is satisfied, on the report of the Official Receiver, that provision is made 
for payment of all proper costs, charges, and expenses of and incidental 
to the proceedings, and all fees and per-centages payable to the Official 
Receiver and the Board of Trade under the Scale of Fees and Per-centages 
in force for the time being. 

28. Fee on appliation. [206.]] The fee prescribed to be charged for 
and in respect of an application to the Court to approve of a composition 
or scheme may be allowed and paid out of the estate of the debtor in any 
ease in which there are sufficient funds in the hands of the Official 
Receiver or trustee, as the case may be, available for the purpose. 

29. Correction of formal slips, §c. [207.]] At the time a composition 
or scheme is approved of, the Court may correct or supply any accidental 
or formal slip, error, or omission therein, but no alteration in the sub- 
stance of the composition or scheme shall be made. 

30. Proceedings if scheme approved. [(208.] When a composition or 
scheme is approved of, the Official Receiver shall, on payment of all proper 
costs, charges, and expenses of and incidental to the proceedings, and 
all fees and percentages payable to the Official Receiver and the Board of 
Trade, forthwith put the debtor (or, as the case may be, the trustee under 
the composition or scheme, or the other person or persons to whom under 
the composition or scheme the property of the debtor is to be assigned) 
into possession of the debtor’s property. The Court shall also discharge 
the Receiving Order. 

31. Cases in which Official Receiver is to be trustee. [209.]] In every case 
of ——— or scheme in which a trustee is not appointed, or, if 
appointed, declines to act, or becomes incapable of acting, or is removed, 
the Official Receiver shall, unless and until another trustee is appointed by 
the creditors, be the trustee for the purpose of receiving and distributing 
the composition, or for the purpose of administering the debtor’s property, 
and enyes out the terms of the composition or scheme, as the case 
may be. 

32. Security by trustee under composition or scheme. f210.] |] Where under 
a composition or scheme of arrangement a trustee is appointed, he shall, 
after the composition or scheme has been approved by the Court, give 
security to the satisfaction of the lioard of T in like manner as if he 
were a trustee in rey a If the trustee fail to give such security 
within the time required, he may be removed by the Board of Trade. 

33. Default in payment of ition. [210.] | Where a composition or 
scheme has been 4) ved, and default is made in any payment there- 
under either by the debtor or the trustee (if any), no action to enforce such 
payment shall lie, but the remedy of any person aggrieved shall be by 
application to the Court. 

. Vesting of property on annulment of composition. pala] Where a 
comm or « is annulled, the property of the debtor shall, 
unless the Court directs, forthwith vest in the Official Receiver 
to whom the estate was originally assigned, without any special order 





being made or necessary. 
' ' 
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35. Annulment of composition or scheme. [213.] ] Where a composition or 
cheme is annulled, the trustee under the composition or scheme shall 
account to the trustee under the bankruptcy for any money or property of 


the debtor which has come to his hands, and pay or deliver over to the 
said trustee any money or property which has not been duly administered. 

36. Dividends under composition or scheme. a4) ] Where under. any 
composition or scheme provision is made for the payment of any moneys 
to creditors entitled thereto, and any claim, in t of which a proof 
has been lodged, is disputed, the Court may, if it shall think fit, direct 
that the amount which would be payable upon such claim, if established, 
shall be secured in such manner as the Court shall direct, until the deter- 
mination of the claim so disputed ; and on the determination thereof, the 
sum so secured shall be paid as the Court may direct. 

37. Proof of debts in composition or scheme. [215.]] Every person claim- 
ing to be a creditor under any composition or scheme, who has not proved 
his debt before the approval of such composition or scheme, shall lodge his 
proof with the trustee thereunder, if any, or, if there is no such trustee, 
with the Official Receiver, who shall admit or reject the same. And no 
creditor shall be entitled to enforce payment of any of the sums pay- 
able under a composition or scheme unless and until he has proved his 
debt and his proof has been admitted. 

38. Composition and schemes under section 23 of the Act of 1883. [216.] ] 
All Rules relating to compositions or schemes shall apply to compositions 
or schemes under section 3 of the Act of 1890, and, so far as applicable, 
also to compositions or schemes under section 23 of the Act of 1883, and 
section 6 of the Act of 1890. 


Proof of Debts. 

39. Swearing of afidavits. [219a.]] An affidavit of pot of debt may 
be sworn before an Assistant Official Receiver or any clerk of an Official 
Receiver duly authorized in writing by the Court or the Board of Trade in 
that behalf. 

40. Lodging proofs where first meeting adjourned. [2224.]] Rule 222 of the 
Bankruptcy Rules, 1886, shall be read and construed as though at the end 
thereof there were added the following words :— 

A proof intended to be used at an adjournment of the first meeting (if 
not lodged in time for the first meeting) must be lodged not less 
than twenty-four hours before the time fixed for holding the 
adjourned meeting. 

Dividend. 

41. Certified lists of proofs to be sent to Board of Trade. [225a.] ] Upon 
the declaration of a dividend the trustee shall forthwith transmit to the 
Board of Trade a list of proofs filed with the proceedings under Rule 225 
of the Bankruptcy Rules, 1886. Such list shall be in the Form No. 122a 
or No. 1228 in the Appendix, and if the proceedings are in a County Court 
the list shall, upon payment of the prescribed fee, be examined by the 
Registrar, with the proofs tendered for filing, and if found correct shall be 
certified by the Registrar. Ifthe proceedings are in the High Court, the 
trustee shall, if so required by the Board of Trade, transmit to the Board 
of Trade office copies of all lists of proofs filed by him up to the date of 
declaration of the dividend. 

42. Time for admission or rejection of proofs by Official Receiver. [227a.] ] 
Rule 227 of the Bankruptcy Rules, 1886, shall be construed as though 
there were substituted therein for the words “‘ seven days’’ the words 
‘* fourteen days.’’ 

Discharge. 

43. Application. [235.]] (1.) A bankrupt intending to apply for his 
discharge under section 8 of the Act of 1890, shall produce to the Regis- 
trar a certificate from the Official Receiver specifying the number of his 
creditors of whom the Official Receiver has notice (whether they have 
proved or not). The Registrar shall, not less than 28 days before the day 
appointed for hearing the application, give notice of the time and place 
of the hearing of the application to the Official Receiver and trustee, and 
the Official Receiver s forthwith send notice thereof to the Board of 
~ ~ insertion . the London Gazette. : pli 

2.) Notice of the day appointed for the hearing of the debtor’s applica- 
tion for dischar; death be sont by the Official Receiver to each aliler 
not less than 14 days before the day so appointed. Such notice shall be 
in the Form No. 61 in the Appendix. 

44. Opposed applications. (236. ] } In any case in which an application is 
made to the Court by a bankrupt for his discharge, and the Official Receiver 
reports to the Court any fact, matter, or circumstance which would, under 
the Acts, justify the Court in refusing an unconditional order of dis- 
charge, such application shall be deemed to be an o application 
within the meaning of section 99 (2) (c) of the Act of 1883. 

45. Appeals. [287.] ] An appeal to the Court of Ap shall lie at the 
instance of the of Trade, and at the instance of the trustee (if any) 
from any order of the Court made upon an application for discharge 

46. Report of Official Receiver, (238. Ine case of an application 
by a er pony for his discharge, ie Ee. of the Official Rece “ shall 
be =~ ag ess than seven days before the time fixed for hearing the 
application. 

7. Evidence in answer to report, [238a.] ] Where a bankrupt intends to 
dispute any statement with re to his conduct and affairs contained in 
the Official Receiver's report, he shall, not less than two days before the 
hearing of the application for discharge, give notice in writing to the 
Official Receiver, specifying the statement in the Report, if any, which he 
proposes at the hearing to dispute. Any creditor who intends to 0 
the ope “toda bankrupt on grounds other than those mentioned in 
the Official iver's report, shall give notice of the intended o tion, 

two 


stating the grounds thereof, to the Official Receiver not less 


48. Costs of application. [239. A bankrupt shall not be entitled to 
have any of the costs of weet 
allowed to him out of his estate. 

49. Conditional orders. [240.]] (1.) Where the Court grants an order 
of discharge conditi W the oo to judgment 
being entered against by the Official or trustee for the 
balance or any part of the balance of the debts 
ruptcy which is not satisfied at the date of his 
charge shall not be , Com) 
has given the. req consent in the Form No. 64 in the Appendix. 
judgment shall be entered in the 
ruptcy in which the order of disc is granted, and 
High Court) shall be in the Form No. 65 in the Appendix, with such 
variations as circumstances may require. 

(2.) The Registrar of a Co Court in which judgment is so entered 
shall forthwith make a return of the judgment to the Registrar of County 
Court Judgments. 

(3.) If the bankrupt does not 
month of the ing of the 
application of the Official Receiver or trustee, revoke the order or make 
such other order as the Court may think fit. 

50. page Ese & The order of the Court made on an application for 
discharge shall be dated of the day on which it is made, and shall take 
effect from the day on which the order is drawn up and signed ; but such 
order shall not be delivered out or gazetted until after the iration of 
the time allowed for appeal, or, if an appeal be entered, until after the 
decision of the Court of Appeal thereon. The order shall be in one of the 
Forms Nos. 62 to 63 in the A ix, as the case may require. 

51. Gazetting order. pe, t When the time for a has expired, or, 
as the case may be, w! appeal has been by the Court of 
Appeal, the Senior Bankruptcy Registrar of the High Court, or in a 
County Court the Registrar, shall forthwith send notice of the order to 
the Board of Trade, who shall gazette the same. 

52. Execution on judgment in case of conditional discharge. [243.]] (1.) An 
application by the Official Receiver or trustee for leave to issue execution 
on a judgment entered pursuant to a conditional order of discharge shall 
be in writing, and shall state shortly the grounds on which the applica- 
tion is made. When the application is lodged, the Registrar shall fix a 
day for the hearing. . 

(2.) The Official Receiver or trustee shall give notice of the application 
to the debtor not less than eight days before the day appointed for the 
hearing, and shall at the same time furnish him with a copy of the appli- 
cation. 

53. Accounts of after-acquired property. [244.]] Where a bankrupt is 
discharged subject to the condition that judgment shall be entered 
= him, or subject to any other condition as to his future earnings or 
after-acquired property, it shall be his duty until such jw it or condi- 
tion is satisfied, from time to time to give the ial Recei such 
information as he ay require with respect to his earnings = after- 


H 
i 
B 
e 


acquired property and , and not less than once a year to in the 
court a statement shewing the particulars of any property or income he 
may have acquired subsequent to his discharge. 

54. Verification of statements of @ i property. [2444.]] (1) Any 
statement of after-acquired or bya whose 
discharge has been granted subject to conditions 1 be veri by affi- 


s 


davit, and the Official Receiver or trustee may require the 

attend before the Court to be examined on oath with reference to the 
statements contained in such affidavit, or as to his earnings, income, after- 
acquired pro) , or Where a bankrupt neglects to file such affi- 
davit or to a the Court for examination when required so to do, or pro- 
pee to sastaet oil Cue eas a eae 

im, the Court may, on of the Official Receiver or trustee, 
rescind the order of . The affidavit shall be in the Form No. 56s. 
in the Appendix, with such variations as circumstances may require. 

55. Application for modification of order [244n.] ] Where after the expira- 
in ot 0 yee Cs Ss Oe Se ee "s 
application for a discharge, a to Court to i 
te terme of the endar on the quem ioe Gran wanenns - 
bilit; ag Se ge ah de nF gh te nd me . he 
shall give 14 days’ notice of the day for hearing the application to the 
Official Receiver and to all his creditors. 

Provies and Voting Letters. 
56. Form and filing of proxies. (245.) 4 (1.) A general proxy shall be in 
Re Tees So. ©, 5 Gee Sew be i ( i 

TE) A proxy shall be lodged with the Official Receiver or trustee not 
later than four o'clock on the day before the meeting or adjourned 
meeting, at which it is to be used. 

(3.) soon as a proxy or voting letter has been used it shall be filed 
with the proceedings in the matter. x 

57. Signature of proxy. hich baataliertatemans teleseminar 
deemed to be sufficiently execu it by any person in the employ 
of the creditor having a general authority to sign for such creditor, or by 
the authorized agent of such creditor if resident abroad ; such authority 
shall be in writing, and shall be produced to the official receiver if re- 

a 


quired, 

Meetings of Creditors. 
58. Notice to Oficial Receiver of creditor” : .)] Where 
trustee summons a meeting of creditors 





days before the hearing of the application. R 
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59. Cost of creditors’ meetings, [254.] ] Where, on of 
tors, the Oficial Receiver or trustee Wher of An aot the 
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¢ be nage such meeting, including all disbursements for printing, 
Menety, postege, and the hire of room for meeting, s be calcu- 
inted at the lowing rates for each creditor to whom notice is required 
creditor for the first 20 creditors; 1s. per creditor for 
be fcr 30 creditors ; 6d. per creditor for any number of creditors after 
60. Proof of notice [253.] ] A certificate by the Official Receiver or other 
officer of the Court, or by the clerk of any such person, or an affidavit by 
= trustee or his colicitor, or the clerk of either of such persons, that the 
ee ae of creditors or sitting of the Court has been duly 
oe. be sufficient evidence of such notice having been duly sent to 
person to whom the same was addressed. The certificate and the 
affidavit shall be in the forms Nos. 84a, 102, or 1024, in the Appendix, 
with such variations as circumstances may require. 


Joint and Separate Estates. 


61. Acceptance of composition, §c., by joint and separate creditors sea 
The joint creditors, and each set of separate creditors, may severa’ 

compositions or schemes of arrangement. So far as > ilo 

will allow, a proposal accepted by joint creditors may be approved in the 

manner, notwithstanding that the proposals or proposal of some 

or one of the debtors made to their or his separate creditors may not be 


62. Discharge of avian order. [2674.] ] Rule 267 of the Bankruptcy 
Rules, 1886, shall be read as if the word ‘‘discharged’’ were inserted 
therein in place of the word rescinded. 


Small Bankruptcies. 


63. FE Became A administration. [273.]] Where an estate is ordered to be 
administered in a summary manner, under section 121 of the Act of 1883, 
the of the Acts and Rules shall, subject to any special direction 

of the Cont Court, be modified as follows, namely : a 

(1.) There ‘shall be no advertisement of any proceedings in a local paper 
unless the Board of Trade otherwise object. 

(2.) The title of every document in the proceedings subsequent to the 
making of the order for summary administration shall have inserted 
thereon the words ‘‘ Summary Case.’’ 

(3.) All questions of law and fact shall be determined by the Court 
having jurisdiction in the matter, and no application for a jury shall 
be entertained 


(4.) If no proposal for a composition or scheme is lodged with the Official 
Receiver within the time specified for that purpose in section 3 of 
the Act of 1890, or within such time thereafter as the Official Receiver 
may fix, or if the Official Receiver satisfies the Court that the debtor 
has , or that the debtor does not intend to propose a 
composition or scheme, or that the composition or scheme a mage 
is not reasonable or calculated to benefit the general y of 
creditors, the Court may forthwith adjudge the debtor bankrupt. 
A report by the Official Receiver under this paragraph shall be 
prima facie evidence of the facts stated therein. 

(6.) If during or at the conclusion of the public examination of the 
debtor it appears to the Court that a composition or scheme ought 
not to be sanctioned by reason of the conduct of the debtor, the 
ae may forthwith adjudge the debtor bankrupt. 

y ments shall, unless the Board of Trade otherwise orders, be 
rT ae ea eee Bank of England. 

(7.) The first meeting of creditors may, where it is expedient, be held on 
the day appointed for the public examination, or on any other day 
fixed by the Official Receiver. If a quorum of creditors be not 

; it shall not be necessary to adjourn the meeting. 

3.) ern of creditors shall, unless the Official Receiver for special 
reasons otherwise determines, be held in the town or place in which 
the Court usually holds its sittings, or in which the office of the 
Official Receiver is situate. 

(9.) On an application by a bankrupt for his discharge the certificate of 
the Official Receiver shall not include, nor shall notices be sent to, 
creditors whose debts do not exceed £2. 

(10.) In lieu of the copy of the account to be filed with the Court, as 
prescribed by section 78% (4) of the Act of 1883, a statement 
shewing the position of the estate analogous, as nearly as may 
aig that prescribed by Form No. 122 in the Appendix shall be 


(11.) Notices of meetings, other than of first mectings, or of sittings of 
‘the Coart, shall only ‘be sent to creditors whose debts or claims ex- 
ceed the eum of £2. 

(12.) The time mentioned in section 5% (2) of the Act of 1883, shall be 
‘extended to six months. 

(13.) The estate shall be realized with all reasonable despatch, and, 
where practicable, distributed in a single dividend when realized. 
(14.) The costs or charges of any perum employed the Official 

Receiver other than of a wlicitor may be paid and allowed without 
taxation where such costs or charges are within the prescribed scale ; 
provided that the board of Trade may require such costs or ¢ harges 

to be taxed by the taxing officer. 


Administration of Estate of Perum dying Insolcent. 

A. Kinles a0 to administration of catate of deceawd insolvent. [(279h.] ) In 
proceedings under an order tor the administration of the extate of a mi 
pam Dae pe Nar where & tnecting of creditors is summoned for the ap- 

1.) The prodeme m7} Schedule 1. A the Act of 148% relating to the 

mote A wummunming 2 meeting A creditors, and tw the perwns 
titled to Whe at 2 necting ; 








(2.) The provisions of the 1 Bankru ruptey Rules, “1886 and 1890, which voller 
= creditors, A ta of creditors, trustees, and committees of in- 
tion; an 
(3.) V ere the property is not likely to exceed in value the sum of 
1880, hundred pounds, the provisions of Section 121 of the Act of 
shall, so far as applicable, apply as if the proceedings were under a 
receiving order and order of adjudication. 


Trustees and Committees of Inspection. 

65. Delivery of books, §c., on release of trustee. [310a.] ] The release of a 
trustee shall not take effect unless and until he has delivered over to the 
Official Receiver all the books, papers, documents, and accounts which 
the Bankruptcy Rules, 1886, he is required to deliver over on his 
release 

66. Statements of accounts to be furnished to creditors. [315.] ] Where in 
pursuance of section 17 of the Act of 1890 the Official eiver or trustee 
is required to transmit to creditors a statement of the accounts, such 
statement shall be in the Form No. 132a in the Appendix, with such vari- 
ations as circumstances may require ; and the cost of furnishing and trans- 
mitting such statement shall be calculated at the rate of 3d. per folio for 
each statement where the creditors do not exceed 10, and where the 
creditors exceed 10, 1s. per folio, for the preparation of the statement and 
the actual cost of printing. 

67. Trustee not to purchase from his employer or partner without Court's 
sanction. [316a.] ] (1.) Where the trustee carries on the business of the 
debtor, he shall not without the express sanction of the Court purchase 
goods for the carrying on of such business from his employer (if any), or 
from any person whose connection with the trustee is of such a nature as 
would result in the trustee obtaining any portion of the profit (if any) 
arising out of the transaction. 

(2.) In any case in which the sanction of the Court is obtained under 
this Rule or under Rule 317 of the Bankruptcy Rules, 1886, the cost of 
obtaining such sanction shall be borne by the person in whose interest 
such sanction is obtained and shall not ie payable out of the debtor’s 
estate. 

68. Sanction of payments to members of committee of inspection. [317a.] ] 
Where the sanction of the Court under Rule 317 of the Bankruptcy Rules, 
1886, to a payment to a member of a committee of inspection for services 
rendered by him in connection with the administration of the estate is 
obtained, the order of the Court shall specify the nature of the services, 
and shall only be given where the service performed is of a special nature. 
No payment shall, under any circumstances, be allowed to a member of a 
committee for services rendered by him in the discharge of the duties 
attaching to his office as a member of such committee. 


Disclaimer of Lease. 


69. Disclaimer of lease. [320.]] (1.) A lease may be disclaimed without 
the leave of the Court in any of the following cases, viz :— 

i. Where the bankrupt has not sub-let the demised premises or any 

part thereof or created a mortgage or charge upon the lease ; and 

(a.) The rent reserved and real valae of the property leased, as 

ascertained by the property tax assessment, are less than "207. 
r annum ; or 

(4.) The estate is administered under the provisions of section 121 of 

the Act of 1883; or 

(c.) The trustee serves the lessor with notice of his intention to 

disclaim, and the lessor does not within seven days after the 
receipt of such notice give notice to the trustee requiring the 
matter to be brought before the Court. 

ii. Where the bankrupt has sub-let the demised premises or created a 
mortgage or charge upon the lease, and the trustee serves the 
lesser and the sub-lessee or the mortgagees with notice of his inten- 
tion to disclaim, and neither the lessor nor the sub-lessee or the 
mortgagees, or any of them, within 14 days after the receipt of such 
notice, require or requires the matter to be brought before the 
Court. 

(2.) The notices shall be in the Forms Nos. 119a and 119» in the 

Appendix, with such variations as circumstances may require. 

(3.) Except as provided by this Rule, the disclaimer of a lease without 
the leave of the Court shall be void. 

(4.) Where a trustee disclaims a leasehold interest he shall forthwith 
file the disclaimer with the proceedings in the Court; and the disclaimer 
shall contain particulars of the interest disclaimed, and a statement of the 
persons to whom notice of the disclaimer has been given. Until the dis- 
Claimer is filed by the trustee the disclaimer shall be inoperative. 

(5.) Where, in os wear of notice by the trustee a his intention to 
disc aes a leasehold interest, the lessor, sub-lessee, or mortgagee requires 
the trustee to apply to the ‘Court for leave to disclaim, the costs of the 
lessor, sub-lessee, or mortgagee shall not be allowed out of the estate of 
jad bankrupt except in cases in which the Court*is satisfied that such 

sane was necessary in order to do justice between the parties. 

A disclaimer made without leave of the Court under this Rule shall 
ms ¢ void or otherwise affected on the ground only that the notice 
required by this Rule has not been given to some person who claims to be 
interested in the demived property. 

(7.) Where wee B acy, claims to be interested in any part of the pro- 

perty of the bankrupt burdened with onerous covenants, he shall, at the 
Frequent of the Official Receiver or trustee, furnish a statement 'of the 
interest so claimed by him. 


Oficial Recewors, 


10. Assignment of extates to Offeial Receiwors, [823r.) ) When there are 
two or more Official Receivers attached to the district of the same Court 
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the estates shall be assigned to such of them and in such manner as the 
Board of Trade shall by any general or special direction require. Pro- 
vided that the Board of Trade may at any time require that an estate 
which has been assigned to one of the Official Receivers of the district be 
transferred either permanently or for special purposes of administration 
to one of the other Official Receivers. In such case the Registrar shall 
transfer the Receivership of that estate to the Official Receiver designated 
by the Board of Trade. The order of transfer shall be in the Form No. 
176 in the Appendix. 

71. Power of one Receiver to take the business of another. [3238.]] When 
there are two or more Official Receivers attached to the district of the same 
Court, any one of them shall (subject to the directions and control of the 
Board of Trade) have power without any transfer of the receivership of an 
estate to take and perform any business and duties of any other Receiver. 

72. Officers of Board of Trade and clerks of Official Receivers in certain 
cases to act for Official Receivers. [323c.]] In the absence of the Official 
Receiver to whom an estate has been “ye any officer of the Board of 
Trade duly authorized for the purpose by the Board of Trade, and any 
clerk of the Official Receiver duly authorized by him in writing, may by 
leave of the court act on behalf of the Official Receiver, and take part for 
him in the public examination of the debtor, in any examination under 
the 27th section of the Act of 1883, and on any unopposed application to 
the court. 


Unclaimed Funds, &¢., under section 162 of Act of 1883. 
73. Accounts by trustecs under Act of 1883 of unclaimed funds. [346a.] ]. 
For the purposes of sub-section 1 of section 162 of the Act of 1883, the 
Board of Trade may at any time order the trustee under any bankruptcy, 
composition or scheme to submit to them an account verified by affidavit 
of the sums received and paid by him under or in pursuance of any such 
bankruptcy, composition or scheme, and may direct and enforce an audit 
of the account, and payment of-any unclaimed or undistributed moneys 
arising from the property of the debtor in the hanes or under the control 
of such trustee into the Bankruptcy Estates Account in accordance with 
the terms of the said sub-section. 


Miscellaneous. 

74. Disposal of bankrupt’s books and papers. [294.]] The Board of Trade 
may, on the application of the Official Receiver, direct that the debtor’s 
books of account and other documents given up by him may be sold, 
destroyed, or otherwise disposed of. 

75. Repeal.| (1.) The following of the Bankruptcy Rules, 1886, are 
hereby annulled as from the commencement of these Rules :— 

Rule 192 relating to adjudications. 

Rules 195 to 216 inclusive, relating to compositions. 

Rules 235 to 244 inclusive, relating to discharge. 

Rules 245 and 246 relating to proxies and voting letters. 

Rule 253 relating to proof of notice. 

Rule 254 relating to meetings of creditors. 

Rule 266 relating to joint and separate estates. 

Rule 273 relating to small bankruptcies. 

Rule 294 relating to bankrupt’s books. 

Rule 315 relating to fee for list of creditors. 

Rule 320 relating to disclaimers of onerous property. 

(2.) The Rules made under the Act of 1883, dated October 31st, 1889, 
December 12th, 1889, and January 30th, 1890, shall, from and after the 
commencement of these Rules, cease to have effect. 

76. Forms.] The Forms in the Appendix to these Rules, with such varia- 
tions as circumstances may require, shall be used for the matters to which 
they severally relate, and in respect of such matters shall be substituted 
for the forms in the Appendix to the Bankruptcy Rules, 1886. 

(Signed) Hatsrvry, C. 

I concur, 

(Signed) M. E. Hickxs-Beacn, 
President of the Board of Trade. 
The 26th of November, 1890. 
[An Appendix of Forms follows. ] 





LAW SOCIETIES. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY OF LIVERPOOL. 


The following are extracts from the sixty-third annual report of the 
eommittee of this society :— 

Members. —The society now consists of 305 members, and the number of 
ae and others, not being members, who subscribe to the library, 
8 . 

Solicitors’ Certificate Duty.—The committee having, had under their con- 
sideration a circular and resolutions of the United Law Society with 
reference to the proposed abolition of this duty, came to the same conclu- 
sion as the committee of last year—that upon the whole the retention of 
the duty operates as a protection to the public and to the profession, and 
that it is not desirable to make any change. 

Practice in the county courts.—-The committee have considered the desir- 
ability of taking steps to obtain a revision of the rules and orders under 
the County Courts Act, 1888, upon the lines of their recommendations 
oe in 1889, having regard to the intimation of the Lord Chancellor 
hat the question of revision should be considered after the rules and 
orders should have been in operation for a year, but as there is a ‘ial 
sub-committee of the Council of the Incorporated Law Society of the 


. being 

case at the trial without thereby forfeiting his title to costs, and they have 
requested the Incorporated Law Society of the United Ki to 
steps to obtain such an amendment of section 72 of the 
Consolidation Act, 1888, as may be necessary to achieve this object. 
wider question of the right of a solicitor for a i 

under section 72 of that Act, to employ any admitted solicitor to 
conduct the case at the trial, was raised at the gerieral meeting of the 
Incorporated Law Society of the United Kingdom early in this , when 
a resolution was passed that the portion of that section which prohibits 
such employment ought to be repealed ; and the committee have signified 
their concurrence with that resolution. 

Costs of solicitors who are mortgagees.—The committee have had under their 
consideration the cases of Re Roberts (43 Ch. D. 52), Field v. Hopkins 
(L. T., 1890, p. 218), and Re Wallis, Ex parte Lickorish (59 L. J. Q. B. D- 
500, and W. N., 1890, p. 89), which very seriously affect the rights of 
solicitors who are mortgagees to recover the costs of preparing their 


cation with the Council of the 
Kingdom, who are waiting for a suitable case to arise in which the sound- 
ness of the above decisions can be tested. 


Rules Publication Bill.—This Bill, pre: at the instance of the Incor- 
eet ee ee Ses , was i into the 
ouse of Commons and committed to the ing Committee on Law, but 


was afterwards dro, It that all future rules of the High 
Court of Justice and the county courts should be advertised in the London 
Gazette for forty days before they should come into operation. The com- 
mittee su that copies of intended new rules 
advertised, but sent also to the Inns of Court and the Incorporated Law 
Society, but the council considered that, having regard to the difficulty of 
obtaining legislation, the Bill would have a beiter chance of into 
law if presented as drawn. Itis hoped that the 
again next year, amended in such a way as to meet 
and also to provide for the representation of solicitors upon the rule com- 


a 
E 
¢ 
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‘LAW ASSOCIATION. 


At a meeting of the directors held at the Hall of the Incorporated Law 
Society, on Thursday, the 4th inst.—the following being present—viz., 
Mr. Sidney Smith (chairman), Messrs. A. C. Cronin, L. Desborough, A. E. 
Finch, G. B. Gregory, and Arthur Carpenter (secretary)—grants of £5 
were made to five non members, three new members were elected, and the 
ordinary general business was transacted. 





LEGAL NEWS. 


OBITUARY. 


and was born at Ennis, in the parish of St. Enodor, Cornwall, im January, 
1849. He was articled to Messrs. Pritchard, Englefield, & Co., and was 
admitted in December, 1877. He was a commissioner for oaths. Mr. 
Langdon leaves a widow and three children, and his death is deeply 
regretted by a very large circle of friends. His remains were interred in 
Highgate Cemetery on the 26th ult. 

Sir Barnes Pracocx, the oldest member of the Judicial Committee of the 
Privy Council, died on Wednesday from the effects of a chill. He was 
born in 1810, and was called to the bar in 1836. He received silk in 1858, 
and in 1852 went to India as legal member of the Supreme Council. Sab- 
sequently he became Chief Justice of Calcutta, and in 1882 Chief Justice 
of the High Court of Judicature, Calcutta. On his retirement, in 1870, he 
was created a Privy Councillor, In 1872 he was appointed a paid mem- 
ber of the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council. 

Mr. Justice Lrrrox, the Chief Commissioner of the Irish Land Commis- 
sioners, died on Thursday last week after a protracted Hines. He was 
educated at Trinity College, was called to the bar in 1849, and became a 
Queen’s Counsel in 1874. After the ing of the Land Act of 1881 he 
Was appointed one of the Commissioners the Act. 

Mr. Thropors Grores Tirrsrrs, solicitor, of Atherstone, died at 
Hartshill, Atherstone, aged 57. Mr. ‘Tippetts was bern in 1835 and was 
admitted in 1859, after which he practised at Atherstone. ing the 
tine be sachin of Aitendiean be was eeteey sagnens aud 
town affairs. He was Trustee of the Grammar and other public 
institutions, and always took an active interest in promoting the success af 
the Conservative cause in Warwickshire. He was a successful advocate 
and me agen SSS es but for some rears 
his ill health has prevented him from any active interest in public 
afurs, ‘and fora fog time be ad retired from praction. Mr. 
‘Tippetts was a Com for Oaths, 


APPOINTMENTS, 





United Kingdom deliberating upon the matter, and their views have not 


Mr, Cuannes Currtor Nensox, solicitor (of the fim of Mokering & 
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Neilson), of 4, Stone-buildings, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C., has been appointed 
a Commissioner for Oaths. Mr. Neilson was admitted a solicitor in Hilary 
Term, 1851. 

Mr. Georce Cuaries Kent, solicitor, of Longton, Staffordshire, has 
been — Town Clerk of Longton. Mr. Kent was admitted a 
yee July, 1875, and is clerk to the school board and a commissioner 

or oaths. 


Mr. Wiiu1am Rosext Cooper, solicitor (of the firm of J. B. Coaks & Co.), 


- Norwich, has been appointed Clerk to the Justices for Norwich. Mr 


Cooper was admitted a solicitor in Hilary Term, 1873, and is clerk to the 
magistrates of the Blofield and Walsham Division of the county of Norfolk, 
and a commissioner for oaths. 


Mr. Ricuarp Inciepon Bencrart, solicitor (of the firm of Bencraft 
& Son), of Barnstaple, has been appointed Coroner for Barnstaple and 
Clerk to the Borough Magistrates. . Bencraft was admitted a solicitor 
in Michaelmas Term, 1841. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
Disso.vtion. 


Epwarp Mrmams and Joun Hersert Tvurpen, solicitors (Mirams & 
Tuppen), 5, New-inn, Strand, London. Nov. 27. [ Gazette, Dec. 2. 





GENERAL. 


It is stated that Mr. J. K. Stephen has resigned the clerkship of assize 
of the South Wales Circuit. 


At the meeting of the London County Council on Tuesday it was 
decided: ‘‘ That the council do nt to Mr. Reginald Ward, the late 
solicitor to the council, a retiring allowance of £962 10s., being at the rate 
of 33-60ths of his salary of £1,750 a year, ten years being added to his 
twenty-three years of actual service.’’ 


At the sitting of the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council on Wednes- 
day, Lord Hobhouse said the court had received the shock of learning 
that Sir Barnes Peacock, who was the oldest member of that board, was 
dead ; and they felt that under that shock, and with due respect to him 
and the survivors of his family, they ought not to continue the public 
business that day. Their lordships then rose. 


Mr. Justice Romer, on Wednesday, took occasion to say that in very few 
of the cases which had come before him in his judicial capacity had copies 
of the correspondence been prepared for the use of the judge. This was 
highly inconvenient. There seemed to be an impression that the costs of 
making such copies were not allowed on taxation. His lordship thought 
that there was no foundation for this, but any difficulty might be obviated 
by counsel making a special application for the costs of providing such 
copies. 

In the House of Lords on Tuesday Lord Norton asked her Majesty’s 
Government whether they would introduce early this session the Bill which 
they had had prepared two years to restore to the scale of punishments on 
the Statute-book the three years term of penal servitude which was un- 
fortunately omitted by the Act of 1879, so as to make a regularly ascend- 
ing series of sentences to various kinds of imprisonment capable of adjust- 
ment to the gravity of offences, and to fill up the gap which often left 
magistrates and judges to choose between a punishment too light or too 
severe for the case before them. The Lord Chancellor said he had put himself 
in communication with the Secretary of State for the Home Department, who 
had informed him not only that the Bill had been prepared, but that there 
was a misapprehension in the mind oi the noble lord that the Bill referred 
only to the matter to which he had called attention. There were other 
matters also included in it. The Secretary of State was very desirous, as 
soon as the state of business would allow, to lay the*Bill before the House. 


The first breach of promise case to my knowledge in France (says the 
Paris correspondent of the Daily News) was tried on Monday at the 
Tribunal of iers, a town in the south of France, near Montpellier. A 
young couple were about to be united, the banns had been made public, 

tds sent out to the friends, and the wedding-dress had received the 
finishing touches of the dressmaker. The wedding day came on, and 
nothing was wanted but the bridegroom. This indispensable man had, 
however, thought a second time about the marriage, and he never came. 
The disappointed bride brought an action for damages against her too 
fickle suitor. The sentence of the Beziers bench is extremely curious. 
“* Whereas the promise of morriage,” so it runs, ‘‘ was of public n.toriety, 
the banns were published, and a rude breaking off of the marriage was 
calculated to injure the bride’s family ; whereas the latter had been to a 
considerable expense in view of the ceremony, particularly in view of the 
bridal dress the accessories (euphemism for trousseau), the bridegroom 
is bound to compensate them, &c. The bridegroom is sentenced to £160 
damages for the moral injury to the family (not to the bride !), and to 

ify them for the cost of the wedding-dress and the interest on the 
— This novel case was tried by a bench of magistrates, and not by 
a jury. 
ON A RECENT CONGRATULATORY ADDRESS. 
** Servs my Carvum Repeas.’’ 
What does our English Horace mean ? 
For the Appeal Court II., I ween, 
Celum’s a strange misnomer. 
And where had our Judge been before ? 
Whither will he return once more, 
When not on earth a Roamer? 





Can H——n S——h’s idea be this P— 
‘* Tis Robert’s dream of perfect bliss, 
After life’s triumphs short, 
No more upon this earth to stray, 
But, in the realms of endless day, 
To practise before Chitty, J., 
In some celestial Court ” ? 


COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rora or Reoistrars 1n ATTENDANCE ON 









Date Appreat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
. No. 2. Curry. Norru. 
Monday, December Mr. Jackson Mr. Leach 
Tuesday .... Clowes Godfrey 
‘Wednesday ea Jackson Leach 
Thursday .... ia Clowes Godfrey 
BEE Usxceenstessiyedosaascceesd Jackson Leach 
SEEN, scccccvorcesveverinccnsd Ward Clowes Godfrey 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Srieuine. KEKEWICH. Romer. 
Monday, December ......... 8 Mr. Farmer Mr. Carrington Mr. Beal 
BF. sscadéoes oesesevebass 9 Rolt Lavie Pugh 
pT Sa 10 Farmer nm Beal 
|. a ll Rolt Lavie Pugh 
MET csizccsacecoscdhysenbeanerd 12 Farmer r nm Beal 
D5, cadeoti soheipp beaten 13 Rolt Lavie Pugh 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS. 


Francis.—Dec. 2, at 16, Barrington-road, Crouch End, N., the wife of John Swinford 
Francis, solicitor, of a son. i 

Gzare.—Nov. 28, the wife of Henry Cecil Geare, of 22, Stanley-gardens, Belsize-park, and 
57, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, of a son. : i 

JoxEs.—Nov. 28, at 48, Ickburgh-road, Clapton, N.E., the wife of Thos. A. Jones, solicitor, 


a son. 
MARRIAGES. . 

Surra—Vyvyan.—Nov. 27, at St. Dennis, North Tamerton, Harold Oxley Chamberlain 
Smith, of Furnival’s-inn, London, solicitor, to Kate Courtenay, only daughter of the late 
William Courtenay Vyvyan (4th Foot). ; I : 

Tunner—Gow.—Dec. 3, at Park Chapel, by the Rev. J. C. Harrison, Francis Shirley, 
eldest son of the late Francis Turner, barrister-at-law, of the Middle Temple, to 
Kathleen Campbell, youngest daughter of the late William Gow, of Blairgowrie, N.B., 


and London. 
DEATHS. 
Bennetr.—Nov. 30, at Brighton, Rowland Nevitt Bennett, of Brunswick-square and 
Lincoln’s-inn, aged 82. . : : 
Draxe.—Deec. 2, at 12, Prince’s-gardens, South ps ny Sir William Richard Drake, 
of Oatlands Lodge, Weybridge, and 12, Prince’ ens,aged 73. : 
Peacock.—Dec. 3, at 40, Cornwall. ens, 8.W., the Right Hon. Sir Barnes Peacock, 
aged 86. 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 


London Gazette.—Fripay, Nov. 28. 
*" JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luurep 1n CHANCERY. 
Arpap Gotp Syypicate, Luurep—Petn for winding up, presented Jan 25, directed to be 
eard before North, J, on Saturday, Dec$ Riley, Moorgate st, solor for petner 
East Bricerorp Co-operative Society, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before 
Dec 31, to send their names ad and the particulars of their debts or claims to 
Richard Walter Green and John Johnson, East Bridgford, Nottingham Beaumont, 
Nottingham, solor for the liquidators ioe 4 
Fraser & Co, Birxuncuam, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented Nov 214, directed to 
be heard before Chitty, J, on Dec 13 Barlow & James, st, solors for petner 
Garnier ENaMeELLeED Letrer anp Apvertisine Sian Co, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, 
resented Nov 26, directed to be heard before Stirling, J., on Saturday, Dec 6 Nokes & 
itammers, inghall st, solors for petners 
InpusTRiAL IxvesTMENT AND Freeno tp Lanp Society, Limirep—By an order made by 
Kay, J, dated Nov 15, it was ordered that the voluntary winding up of the company be 
<a Dubois & Co, Pancras lane, agents for Ellison & Burrows, Cambridge, solors 
‘or petner 
Josuvua Srusss, Lim1rep—Kekewich, J, has, by an order dated Nov 11, appointed James 
Walter Gibson Hill, 24, Temple row, Birmingham, to be official liquidator 
Mount Brirres (QuEENSLAND) Gotp Mines, Liwirep—Petn for winding up, presented 
directed to be heard before Kekewich, J.,on Dec 6 Mitchell, Cannon st, solor for 


petner 

Somerset Hore Co, Lunrep—North, J, has fixed Dec 9, at 12:30, at his chambers, for the 
appointment of an official liquidator : 

Sourn Waxzs O11 anv Greasz Co, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or befoue Jan 17, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas 

infriars chmbrs, Newport, Monmouth Hunt, New inn, Strand, agent for 

Lyne & Co, a solors for liquidator 

Wuatey Brincr wtina Co, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented Nov 26, directed 
to be heard before Chitty, J, on Saturday, Dec 6 Robinson & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields, 
agents for Wallis, Bury, solor for petners 

Warerserc Prospectine Syxpicate, Lintrep—By an order made by Kekewich, J, dated 
Nov 15, it was ordered that the syndicate be wound up Romer, Copthall chmbrs, petner 
in person 

Unumirep 1x Cuancery. ™ 

Inisu Exuisition 1n Lonpox—Creditors are on or before Dec 22, to send their 
names and the of i bts or claims, to Frederick Geo’ 
Painter, 19, Coleman st Wednesday, Jan 21, at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudi- 
cating upon the debts and claims 

London Gazette.—Tuxrspay, Dec. 2. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luourep in CHANCERY. 

Ayaio-CoLos1aL Lerrer Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Dee 11, to 

send er anes eos ont peaeeenen of Cte bts or claims, to David Lock- 


Gatiine Anus AnD Ammunition Co, Limrrep—Creditors are ay ap on or before Dec 31, 
and to Thomas 


‘Abercrombie Welton, 6, Moorgate st Wednesda oi 7, at 1, is appointed f hearing 
» van 7, 2 1S a 
and adjudicating upon debts and claims 7 ba 
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Loorep— presented Dec 1, directed to be heard before 
Gua Quam) ~ Fee oe ee ay renee De porn 5 nat 
Eoprstoxs ‘Marine Insurance Co, Liurrep—By an order made by Sti , J, dated Nov 
22, it was was ordered that the company be wound up. Gibbs & Co, arch st, solors 


aneeraenns Casix Co, Luarep—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 20, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John Lord, 3, 
Tuesday, Feb 3, at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon 


claims 
Josuua Srusss, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 29, to send their names 
—— particulars of their debts or Os 2 ee ee oe 
row, onda: 
Scoala mete ests extaaees” ne rene ene 


oe 3, Sent. AND polpety ng Co, Liurrrp—Petn for presented Nov 27, 
directed to heard before North, J, on Dec 13 Peacock & South sq, Gray’s 
, Stamford, solors for 


‘a Phillips & Co. ‘or petners 
Peace canyon & Sons, Luarep—Kekewich J, has fixed Friday, Dee 12, at 12, at his 
for the appointment of an official liquidator 
Sag AN bay va Broxixe ang pes eet J, has fixed Thursday, Dec 11, 
at 12.30, at his chambers, for th tment of an 
UsITED SraTes Goup PLacers (New eens) pn for winding hy ha 
Dec 1, directed to be heard before ewich, J, on Saturday, Dec 13 Lindo Cole- 


ey oer Cane, Lamrro By an. ord J, dated Nov 
s VicToRIA SOM — IMITED— as ler ov 
beg eh 0} that the voluntary eee yr mee! 
bidgs, solors for petner 
FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. 
BioMFIELD Faienpiy Society, Blomfield Chapel, Tipton, Staffs Nov 28 


the debts 





CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 


UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Fripay, Nov. 21. 
Everer, Rosert, Stowmarket, Gent. Dec 18. Stearn v Enefer, Hewlett, Royal Courts of 
Justice. Gu Stowmarket 


ton under L; Engineer. Dec 22. Smethurst v Walduck, 


Wuirtt TLLIAM HARROW Lyon st, st, Caledonian rd, Soot Merchant. Dec 23. Lyes v 
Chitty, J. Mote, Gray’s inn sq 


SMETHURST, — 





UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP 35. 
Last Day or Cam. 
London Gazette.—Tuxspay, Nov. 18. 
Arxixson, Tuomas Evers, Knaresborough, Yorks, Land Agent’s Assistant. Dec 1. Gill, 


Beawt, Crara Acyzs, Guildford st, Russell sq. Dec 26. Millman, Gt James st 
Coomenees, Witu1am, Kingston upon Hull, Cashier. Dec 31. J. T. & H. Woodhouse, 


CorreritL, James, Ripley, Derby, Gent. Jani. Peake, Ripley 


Dayan, Parties DonnrrHorye, Milbrook, Southampton, Clerk in Holy Orders. Dec 31. 
Stanton & Bassets, South: amen 
Farrar, =. Headingly, Yorks, Warehouseman. Dec 22. Gill, Knaresborough 


Fiercuer, Witt14M Henry, Liverpool, Merchant. Dec 31. Bateson & Co, Liverpool 
Gay, Colenel James Drew, Copthall buildings. Dec 18. Bohm, Old Jewry 

Grorcr, James Tnorne, Bournemouth, Ese. Dec 31. Bolton & Co, Temple gardens 
Gairrita, Joun, Liverpool, Iron Merchant. Dec 27. Miller & Co, Liverpool 
Harpwick, Epwarp, Kewstoke, Somerset, Gent. Dec 13. Davies, Weston super Mare 


Hitztyar, Sir Cuartes Farrett, K.C.B., Torpoint, Cornwall, retired Admiral. Nov 29. 
Bewes & Co, ae Plymouth 
Ker, Henry, Groomsport, Co . Down, Ireland. Dec 31. Wynne & Son, Lincoln’s inn fields 


Lawson, Jonn, Knaresborough, Yorks, Gent. Dec 18. Gill, Knaresborough 
MarsHay, Witu1am, Brighton, Tailor. Jani. Trevor & Co, Brighton 
May, Exizasern, College grds, Dulwich. Dee 17. May &Co, Adelaide place, London 


ek .. Raa Liverpool, Timekeeper. Dec 12. Tetlow, Liverpool 

Mixer, Ropert, Preston, Innkeeper. Dec 22. Bramwell, Preston 

a Joun Crorr, Roland grds, retired Major in H M’s Army. Dec 15. Harris, 
Morais, Sixenceen, Cardiff, Grocer. Dec15. 15. J W Evans, 51, Castle rd, Cardiff 
Mumrorp, Rosrrt Groror, Bognor, Sussex, Gent Dec 23. Staffurth, Bognor 
PerneraM, Martanne, Milverton, Somerset. Dec 31. Payne, Milverton 

eae * Yee Farnborough, Kent, Gent. Dec17 May & Co, Adelaide pl, London 


Rerp, Rosert, Felling, Durham, Colliery Manager. Dec31. Robson, Gateshead 

Ross, Epwix Hiyton, Birmingham, Gent. May 9. Colman & Co, Birmingham 

Scorr, Jamxs, Lesbury, Northumbrid. Dec 18. Walton, College hill, Cannon st 

Sure, Apranam, Clarence rd, Bristol. Dec 21. Tussell & Co, Bristol 

Syowpey, James, Bentley, Yorks, Jockey. Dec 14. Verity & Baddiley, Doncaster 

_— A Tuomas, Sheffield, Cutlery Manufacturer. Dec 31. Gould & 

STEPHENSON, Groner, Plymouth, Ironmonger. Dec 31. Rooker & Co, Plymouth 

a GANNENDRO be my x, rd, South Ki Barrister at Law. De 
rs, Coivaiom ensington, 


Yorks, Wire Manufacturer. Dec 13. Douthwaite & 
Cleckheaton and Bradford 
Surrey, Licensed Victualler. Dec 15. Hill & Co, Chancery 


Wuitiock, Frepericx, Balsall Heath, nr Birmingham, Gent. Dec 31. Russell, 
Wurrr, Witi1am, Heaton, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Builder. Dec 31. Criddell, Neweastle- 


Wuirsirr, Axx, Aston-juxta-Birmingham. Jan 31. Coleman & Co, Birmingham 
Wisox, Tuomas, Doddington, Isle of Ely, Gent. Dec 10. Wise, March 

Wirrsuier, Francis, Wootton Bassett, Wilts, Gent. Dec 13. Bevir, Wootton Bassett 
Weenpens, essen Hevyry, Croydon, Surrey, Gent. Dec 31. Saxton & Son, Queen 


London Gazette.—Fripay, Nov. 21 
Avpripcr, Joseru Freperick, Perry Vale, Forest Hill, retired East India Merchant. Jan 
28. Barbe: in Friars 


ee Rosert, 
Wadi 


Wess, Wii.1am, Streatham, 


Biackmore, ALrrep, Manchester, Surgeon. Dec 23. Darbishire & Co, Manchester 
Baxer, Witu1am Mut, Stoke Bishop, Glos, Gent. Jan 23. Brittan & Co, Bristol 
Bever.ey, Tuomas, Gresham st, Merchant. Dec 15. Nicholls & Co, Basinghall st 
Birt, Mary, South Brent, Devon. Dec31. Adams & Croft, Plymouth 

Bravuey, Hesry, Yeovil, Somerset, retired Farmer. Dec 22. Bollen, Yeovil 
Carpenter, Hannan, Stoke Gifford, Glos. Dec 21. Wansbrough & Robinson, Bristol” 
Cunsincuam, Exizasetu, King Edward’s rd, New Barnet. Dec 31. Plews, Rood lane 
Davenport, Ex:.ex, Southport. Jan 1. Weddall & Co, Selby, Yorks 

cee ~ sa Joux, Over, Chester, Ginger Beer Manufacturer. Dec 15. Dixon, Wins- 
Papeenon, Eee James, Blandford, Dorset, Esq. Feb1. Hores & Pattisson, Lincoln’s 


inn 
Farrant, Tuomas Gress, Pembury, Kent, Grocer. Dec 24. Buss, Tunbridge Wells 
Forses, James, Chertsey, Surrey, Gent. Dec 31. Plews, Rood lane 

Hastam, Samvert, Ashton upon Ribble, Lancs, Gent. Jan 10. W.,A., & R. Ascroft, 
Hook, Tuomas, Birmingham, Pearl Handle Maker. Dec 31. Blackham & Taylor, Bir- 
JACKSON, orl Nether Peover, nr Knutsford, Chester, Farmer. Dec 31. Cooke & Sons, 


Jowsey, AnrHony Nesriexp, Scarborough, Gent. Jan2. Turnbull & Co, Scarborough 

Kenvett, Joux, Old Ford rd, Vietoria Park, Gent. Dee 31. Layton & Co, Budge row 

Kirsy, Daniet, Northwood, Ruislip. Jani. Cheese & Green, Pall Mall 

Binan, Benpeens, Fergpess oh, West Geen, Tottenham, Gent. Dec15. Spyer &Son 
‘ew Broad 

Miter, Eowrx Wu114x, Union rd, Borough, Manager for a Tea Co. Jan 1. Holmes 


PLouwer, Millicent, Wilts. Forthwith. Townsend & Jones, Swindon 
Porter, Witi14M, Hastings, Gent. Dec 31. Meadows & Co, Hastings 

Pornecany, Frepericx Wii.1am, Liverpool, Purser. Dec 31. J Gregory & Co, Liver- 
ake i James, Kingston on Thames, Pianoforte Warehouseman. Jan65. 


Co, Serjeant’s inn, Fleet st 
aa... Witu14m, Hyde, Chester, Builder. Dec 29. Drinkwater, Hyde 


Smrsos, Heyry, Croydon, Licensed Victualler. Dec 31. Rowland & Hutchinson, Croy- 
Srneet, Taomas Hewry, Lincoln’s inn fields, Solicitor. Jan 5. Surr & Co, Abchurch 


Swan, Exiza Axy, Bryantwood rd, Holloway. Dec 15. Wilson & Co, Victoria st 

THELWELL, Avice, Swinton, Lancs. Feb1. Rylance & Son, Manchester 

Warterwortn, Joux, Cheltenham, Gent. Dec 25. Billings, Cheltenham 

Wrruey, Peter, Norton Malreward, Somerset, Yeoman. Jani. Bush & Bush, Bristol 

Yates, Phere | Grantham; Steam Cultivation Contractor. Jan 14. Dowson & Wright, 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Nov. 25. 

Buiaxe, Ayn Brace, Carlton terr, Harrowrd. Jani. Mills & Co, Brunswick pl, City rd 

Borrapaite, Tom, Ramsgate, Esq. Dec 22. Harrison, Liverpool st 

Boyes, Wii11am, Bradford, Jeweller. Jani. Rhodes, Bradford 

Brrxey, Cuartes, Duke st, Manchester sq, House Steward. Dec 22. Willcocks, New inn, 


Broomseap, W1i114m Kirk, Hanley, Staffs, Metal Mounter. Jani. Ashmall, Hanley 

Carrer, Ernest, St Kilda, nr Melbourne, Victoria, retired Dentist. Jan5. Sladen & 
Wing, Delahay st, Westminster 

Duycax, James Matruews, Brook st, Grosvenor sq, Esq., M.D., F.R.S. Jani. Stibbard 
& Co, Leadenhall st 

Exu1s, ALrrep, Wakefield, Brass Founder. Dec 31. Fernandes, Wakefield 

Ex.1s, Rosert, Brondyffryn, nr Denbigh, Butcher. Jan 12. Davies, Denbigh 

Fravett, Jane, Small Heath, Birmingham. Dec 8. Jaques & Sons, Birmingham 

Gortox, Wriu1am Squires, Dudley, Ironmaster. Dec 31. Sanders & Co, Dudley 

Green, Mary, Sheffield. Dec 24. Wilson, Sheffield 

Hrrcucocx, Henry, Liverpool, Plumber. Jan17. Hare, Liverpool 

Hozier, Rigenes Heenan, B. Congve oly Sales. i Dec 26. Hughes & Co, Budge 
row 

Hupsox, Josern, Shap, Westmrid. Dec 25. Little & Lamonby, Penrith 

Kewxepy, Marrua, Fawcett st, Redcliffe grdns. Dec 31. Webster, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Kixmax, Toouas Hawxrss, Weston Subedge, Glos, Innkeeper. Dec 26. Griffiths, Chip- 

Lay, Eires, Stearbridge, Worcs. Jan 5. Perry & Travis, Stourbridge 

mr Earxest, Wentbridge House, nr Pontefract, Banker. Dec 31. Leatham 

Leen, Leoxarp, Aston, nr Birmingham, Coal Merchant. Jan3. Ryland & Co, Bir- 

Narrer, Jons, Chorlton upon Medlock, Manchester, Gent. Jan 20. Clay & Son, Man- 

O’Doxnett, Axastasta Constance, Quai des Eaux Vives, Geneva, Switzerland. Dec 
20. Hedges & Brandreth, Rea Lion sqr 

Ocityre, Taomas Rosertsos, Toorak, Victoria, Company Manager. Jan 5. Sladen & 

nv Wing, st, Westminster 
Ormrop, James, Halliwell, ar Bolton. Jani. Bailey & Son, Bolton 
Parxry, Tuomas, Kirkby Woodhouse, Kirkby in Ashfield, Notts, Farmer. Dee 31. Al- 


Reman a, Fee, Ee, Sale Dentist. Dee22. Kidd & Bentley, Holm- 
Tuomas, Josuva, Abergavenny, Mon, Woolstapler. Jan 1. Gabb & Walford, Aberga- 
Tuomsox, Shepherd’s Bush green, retired Pawnbroker. Dec 31. Fox, St Mary’s 


Wars, Wintiant Jauss, Grindon, Staffs, Farmer. Dee 28. Challinors & Shaw, Leek 
Wuarros, James Brarrawatrs, Hill, Hugill, Westmrid, Gent. Jan 7. Bolton, Kenda 








x nv the Say arrangements Showghy sam ceained yt expert from The 
cuinster (Eeteb. ming & entiation CoO Vrcsiation of Gtioce, ae thoes 


if desire 
Re en Ee 





r, Austin 


rate of interest, apply to 
the Tempsraxce Perwasest 4, Ladgate-hill, EC ae 
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BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazetie.—Faipay, Nov. 28. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
aaa, James, Wolvercote, Oxon, Carman Oxford Pet 
Nov 24 Ord Nov 2t 

Assuus, age 5a Orro Hartwie Car, Walbrook, 
Promoter of the German Exhibition in London High 
Court Pet Oct10 Ord Nov 25 

a Tuomas Epwarp, Hethersett, Norfolk, Butcher 

Pet Nov 25 Ord Nov 26 

Bastorr, Aurrep, and Jonx Heyry Bastort, Selby, 
Y¥ Solicitors York Pet Nov25 Ord Nov 25 

Beavuost, Huserr, late of Piccadilly, Gent High Court 
Pet June 10 at beg 

Boox, Joux, Battersea, Corn Dealer High Court 

Nov 3 How 35 

Brassixerox, Jouy oud. Derby, Plumber Derby Pet 
Nov 26 Ord Nov 26 . 

Covetasp, Hexry Cverie, Buxton, Licensed Victualler 

Pet Nov 25 Ord Nov 25 

Cox, Joux, the younger, Bristol, Builder Bristol 

Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 


Croaxer, Witt1am Hewsry, and Frepepicxk Croaxer, Gt 
aS Builders i Court Oct 
‘ov 


Forsrrna, Fraxcis, Whitehaven, Costumier Whitehaven 
Pet Nov 25 Ord Nov 25 
Feasx, Rosert, Norton, Malton, Yorks, Cattle Dealer 
Pet Nov 2 Ord Nov 25 
Grrrrses, Cour on LIAM, va —— Coal Merchant 


et Nov 25 Ord Ni 
Harrmays, 
Dealer 


Eopore, Old Broad ‘st, “American Novelty 
High Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 2 
Havser, Joseru, Sheerness, Kent, Grocer Rochester Pet 
Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 
Houtpsworts, Wituiam Hesry, Wyke, iy Yorks, 
Painter Bradford Pet Nov 24 vote, ae 
Horxrssos, Exizaseru, Ilkley: wae, Lelaes house 
Leeds Pet ov 28 * Onl Nev 24 
Kexre, Wiis, and - Sad Lazarus Sauvet, Norwich, 
Boot 2 aa oa Norwich Pet Nov 2% Ord 


Nov 

Slain. Jous, Kingsbridge, Devon, Seedsman East 
Stonehouse Pet Nov 25 Ord Nov 25 

Kan, Boe Seopa, Ghanaians Exeter Pet Nov25 Ord 


ae a Retford, Notts, Labourer Lincoln Pet 
Nov 22 Ord Nov 22 

Macvoxa, Hexexy Wiii1asm, King st, Cheapside, Insurance 

High Court Pet Nov6 Ord Nov 25 
Matrsr, Feaxcts Witt1am, Lincoln, Insurance Superin- 
Lincoln Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 

Magcuast, Sanu, — Fruiterer Brighton Pet 
Nov2t Ori N 

Maras, Jacoz, Old Kent rd, Tailor High Court Pet Nov 
24 Ord Nov 


Murrres, = omg Beerea + ten, Builder’s Clerk 
Derby Pet Nov2 Ord Nov 
Parkstone Lincensed 


Moeuirss, Latur, . Poole, Dorset, 
Vi Poole Pet Nov 14 Ord Nov 24 
theltenham, Umbrella Manufacturer 
Pet Nov24 Ord Nov 24 


Pazrurmer, Ricuazp, € 
Cheltenham 
Pratrs, Micuazs, Kingston upon Hull, Grocer Kingston 
upon Hull Pet Nov 2% Ond Nov 26 
Ponrzz, Wiiutax, Oxford, College Servant Oxford Pet 
Nov Ori Nov % 
Rostssos,, Cracoz, § h, Jeweller Scarborough 
eum Tee oe -aek og Lae k E 
rea, zy, Piymo eeper East 
a Pet Nov 24 ‘ont . 
es ARLES, <p en yi Canter’ 
un Pet Nov + Ord N ” wus 
Bomas Feaxcis, _ | AE Cheltenham, Grocer 
Cheltenham Pet Nov 22 Onl Nov 2 . 
Sarra, FPesorawn Groncr, and Tuouas Suitru, New 
Builders Rochester Pet Nov 2 Ord 


Taomss, Josnrn, Swansea, Comminion Agent Swansea 
Pet Nov 2s Ord Nov 2 

Tuomas, Joms Bowtasxn, t,o Clerk in Holy Orders 
Bangor Pet Nov 11 +g 


Hoipsworts, be Henry, wi Birstal, Yorks, 
Painter Dec 8 at 11 Off Rec, 31, Manor row, Braa- 


ford 
om. Davin, Port Tal Su Licensed Victualler Dec 


9at 12 Off Rec, 97, st, Swansea 
Kyox, WALTER, Stopford ri, 1 ete —, robin, Com- 
> nad Dec 9 at 1 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 


Let, Tom, Torquay, Shoemaker Dec 9at12 Off Ree, 13, 
Bedford Exeter 


circus, 
Letcurorp, Greorce, Tonbridge, Fruiterer Dec 5 at 2.30 
, Railway approach, Lon ion brit Pas 
Maciu RE, ie Queen Victoria st, Printer 
9 at12 33, Carey st, Lincoln’ — 
Motutrss, Litiiay, Parkstone, Poole, Dorset, Licensed Vic- 
tualler Dec 8 at 12.30 Off Ree, Salisbury 
Perkins, Rosert, Coventry, Cycle Manufacturer Dec 8 at 
10.30 Off , 17, Hertford st, Coventry 
Roves, ARcHIBALD ALFRED GRAEME St. GEORGE, Goodge 
Tottenham Court rd, Assistant in a Berlin Wool 
— Dec 11 at 11 33, Carey st, Lincoln’s inn 
Suarner, Rosert, Rone oe rd, Lead Merchant Dec 
oS Cs 12 Bankruptcy bldngs, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn 


Sara, —, Manchester, Coal Merchant Dec 10 at 2.30 
Off Rec, Ogden’s chmbrs, Bridge st, Manchester 

Srayrorp, Tuomas Gerorcr, Sydenham, Meat Salesman’s 
Clerk Dec 5 at 11.30 24, Railway approach, London 


Bri 
Turner, Witi1aM, East Greenwich, Grocer Dec 5 at 12.30 
, London Bri 
1, Tron ool 


24, Railway a 
Wanp, Rocer Raypat CurTHBert, Liverpool, 

chant Dec9at 3 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Li 
Wersserc, Jozt Gerson, Scrutton st, Curtain rd, 

ditch, Cabinet Maker Dec 10 at 11 33, Carey st, 

Lincoln’s inn fields 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Attex, James, Wolvercote, Oxon, Carman Oxford Pet 
Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 

Bate, Rostxa Jaye, Plymouth, = Dealer East Stone- 
house Pet Nov 20 Ord Nov 2: 

Bau Tuomas Epwakp, Hethersett, Norfolk, Butcher 
Norwich Pet Nov 25 Ord Nov 26 

Bastort, Atrrep, and Joux Hexry Baxrort, ee 
Yorks, Solicitors York Pet Nov 25 Ord Nov 

Bow zs, James, Bilhay Farm, nr Semley, Wilts, | 
Salisbury Pet Nov5 Ord Nov 25 

Brasstncros, Jony Tuomas, Derby, Plumber Derby Pet 
Nov 26 Ord Nov 26 

Coates, Joun et. kle, Northamptonshire, Cattle 
Dealer N pton Pet Oct14 Ord Nov 25 

Covetasp, Hexry Curgiz, Brixton, gery a 
Victualler Stoc’ Pet Nov25 Ord N 

Dar.tse, W., Black Lion yd, Whitechapel High Court 
Pet Oct 27. Ord Nov 25 

Ernst, Wiii1am, Blenheim rd, Turnham Green, Retired 
Judge Brentford Pet July 22 Ord Nov 25 

ForsytTu, Frascis, Whitehaven, Costumier Whitehaven 
Pet Nov 25 Ord Nov 25 

Feaxx, Rosert, Norton, Malton, Yorks, Cattle Dealer 

Pet Nov 25 Ord Nov 25 

Feaxxs, Wittiam Matcotm, Witherington rd, Highbury 
Builder Court Pet Oct1 Ord Nov 26 

Ha.uiettr, Hesry nen Ilminster, Dra 
Pet Nov4 Ord Ni 

Hartuays, Tuzovore, ood Broad st. snaionn Novelty 
Dealer High Court Pet Nov a ’ Ord Nov 

Havser, Josern, , Kent, Grocer = Pet 
Nov 24 Ord Nov 2 

Ho.oswortn, Witt1am Hexry, Wyke, Birstal, Yorks, 
Painter Bradford Pet Nov a b ad 4. 

Horxissox, Evcizapern, Iki “8 rks, Lodging House 
Leeds Pet Nov 24 Ord 

Howse, bee York st, St p add sqr, Financial Agent 
High Court Pet July 23 Ord Nov 24 

Kemer, Witisam, and Soros Lazarus Sauvuet, Norwich 
ag Manufacturers Norwich Pet Nov 25 Ord 
Nov & 

Keeswins, Joux, Kingsbridge, Devon, Seedsman East 
Stonchouse Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 25 

Kis, dons Tuxsex, Wolverhampton, Printer Wolver- 





Wrassme, Srewset, Fast India Dok rd, Limeb 
Hatter High Court Pet Nov5 Ord Nov & 

Yeruusz, Leorxno Eours, Stroud, Glos, Commercial 
Traveller Glomeester Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 


The amended notice ia mubatituted i that pub- 
im the London Gazette, Nov. 1 
Ware, em. Raswat CoTneret tied, adie Mer- 
cant Liverpod PAO li Ord Now 14 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Bewsert, Wiss, Swansea, 
Ree, 7, (rxtord st, Gwannea 
Brace, Kenner, Salford, a, Dec 10 at 3 Off Ree, 
ot, Manchester 


at jo tate, 5 

Lee, Margret, \ ae, Farmer 

Dee 5 , On be a Betiaed. Brut, Bator ; 

Con, sens, Ps 

c ps Ba in rch ‘ 

Bh acnnaie Jans, Briats ~~~ Agent 
Dee Wat tz Off Ree, Bank chabrn, Priate 


Dec Gat2 Off 


Dee 16 at 12. 





2, Joma Cor 
pp ety- om 
Fomarrn, Paaaces. 
ta 


, 


iy me i 
\, Comtemaier Diet 9 at 12. | 
oe Wossan, Tiewineter, Wrraper Wer 6 at 
tia” on ke, fo, Regn Tanttom 
Victualler Vee 5 at | 
en i ap 5, Canta te, Cantoriery 
x nem, Kent, Gooser Dee & at 11.00 


LS hg 
aa Bue $1 a6 51 On t, By ee 


| 
Romsson, Banca. Hoseur, Glowmop, 
A 





Pet Nov 21 Ord Nov 2% 
Kisser, vie, Cheapaide, Solicitor High Court Pet April 
Nov @ 


Rede, Waters, rd, Upton Manor, Plaistow 
Comammerciay¢ Pepe aaa High Court Pet Oct 27 Ord 
Nov % 

Lan, Bom, Torquay, Shoemaker Exeter Pet Nov 25 Pet 

B 


“ov 
Lece, Jawez, Kast Retford, Notts, Labourer Lincoln 
Pet Nov 22 Ord Nov 22 
Maurer, Feascu Winsian Lincoln, paeenee Superin- 
tendent Lincoln Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 
Manas, Jacos, Old Kone rd. a and Dathtter High 
Court Pet Nov Ord Kov 
Manvies, Gronon Beurnan ae, Brewer's Clerk, 
a Derby Pet Nov% Ord os w 
ators, Maur, Mixenden, nr a orsted Spinners 
Halifax Pet Nov 4 Ord Nov 
Brewer Sheffield 


Maw, Jons, I 
Pa opt 1 Ord Nov & 

Paw ph rp Kucn any, Cheltenhatwn, Umbrella Manufacturer, 
Cheltenham Pet Nov ts Ord Nov 24 

Peuxxise, Roweet, Gomer, Cycle Manufacturer Coventry 

; Pa Kev 4 Ord Bow —. a 

’LaeTs, Micnae., Kingston upon Grocer Kingston 
upon Hull Pet Nov 2% Ord Nov w; 

Romtsurs, Cisco, tearborongh, Jeweller Searborough 
PAsov% Ord Nov % 





Jerby, Painter 
Anhism under Lyne and’ Stalyt Ma bas Ord 

ow 
Mims coum, Long Crendom, pode, Prickmaker Aylostury 


be Nov % Ord Rov 
pinion, Chrower 


finn, THernas Paases A 
Cheltenham Pet Mov 22 Ord Nov 
eg Hp Ramen, od, King’s Crom, Yat 


Heat er nk 4 
Mater High Court Pet Oct 17 Ord Mov 44 





eae JOSEPH, erage Commission Agent Swansea 


Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 
Tripp, Jonny Naytor, 4 nt aS Draper Sunderland 
W. ray a Hexen, Lo T 8 Boot 
ALTE ERT Henry, Lower Tooting, Surrey, 

Retailer andsworth Pet Oct8 Ord Nov 2t 
Waueu, Epear WE.tER, Duke st mansions, Grosvenor fa: 

gd Manufacturer High Court Pet Oct 23 

‘ov 


Woot, Curistorner Ciements, South grove, Waltham- 
stow, Grocer Court Pet Nov10 Ord Nov 25 
Yevew,’ Leorotp Eow1iy, Stroud, Comm 
Gloucester Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 24 


London Gazette.—Tuxrspay, Dec. 2. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Asurorp, MarGcaret, Windsor, Berkshire, Spinster Wind- 
sor Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 
Asuton, Oratio GrorGr, ~y upon Hull, Fish 
Merchant Kingston upon Pet Nov 27 Ord 


Nov 27 

Bakker, Repreee Wricut, Halifax, Brass Founder 
Halifax Pet Nov 29 ov 29 

Barginetoy, Rutianp, Savoy st, Strand, Actor High 
Court Ord Nov 24 


Benuam, Artaur Wasey, Stoke by Moptend, Suffolk, 
Farmer Ipswich Pet Nov28 Ord N 

Bou RNE, eens Brighton, Publican Brighton Pet Nov 
27 ‘Ov 27 

Brown, Wituiam Lax Cave, Manchester, India Rubber 
Manufacturer Manchester Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 

CauniLt, Srernenx, South Shields, “py Clerk New- 
castle on Tyne Pet Nov 29 Ord N 

oe Harry, Erith, Kent, Builder ae Pet 


‘ov 28 Ord Nov 28 
COLLINGE, posure, Burnley, Butcher Burnley Pet Nov 
27 Ord Nov 28 
Doz, ALFRED, u, Barnes, Surrey Wandsworth 


Castelna 

Pet Nov1l Ord Nov 27 

Epwarps, Freperick, Leicester, Coal Agent Leicester 
Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 

Farrow, WI.iAm, a upon Hull, W: mette 
Driver pon Hull Pet Nov 27 O ‘ov 27 

Hanrazis, ‘deen Wrskem, Sittingbourne, Kent, Butcher 
Rochester Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 

aa” Bee Aberavon, Glam, Builder Neath Pet Nov 

‘ov 29 

me. Wiiuam Henry, Worcester, ae Manufacturer 
Worcester Pet Nov29 Ord Nov 

Haytoy, Tuomas, Oxenholme, Westmrid, Joiner Kendal 
Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 

Heatu, Joun Wituiam, Leeds, Refreshment Contractor 
Leeds‘ Pet Nov 11 Ord Nov 28 

Hoare, wr) formerly of Aldershot High Court Pet 
Nov5 Ord Nov 28 

Seem, Epwarp Jouy, Bradwell, Cheshire, Mechanical 
Engi Macclesfield Pet Nov 25 Ord Nov 25 

Hurcutxsoy, Tuomas, ap ee nr Bolton, Farmer 

1 Pet Novil Ord Nov 2 

Jenxxines, Wituiam, B ‘ord, te Agent Brad- 
ford Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 

Jexsxines, WILLIAM James, Croydon, Surrey, Tutor Croy- 
don Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 

Kewnepy, Wixu1aM, Shieldfield, , MRE Horse 
Dealer Newcastle-on-Tyne Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 28 

Lear, Cuartes Henry, Pinhoe, Devon, Market Gardener 
Exeter Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 

Lear, Ricnarp Biackier, Abbey Garden mews, Hamilton 
terr, Builder urt Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 

Loxosortrom, Tuomas, Leeds, Licensed Victualler Leeds 
Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 

Lyyes, Bensamin CuHarves, ee st, Tailor High 


Court Pet Nov 27 27 

Marenrs, ALyrep House lane, Peckham, Builder’s 
‘ Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 29 

Mircuett, Roperr Tuornrox, Ardwick, Manchester, 
Solicitor’s Clerk Manchester Pet Nov29 Ord Nov29 

Owens, Harvey, Builth, Breconshire, Baker Newtown Pet 

Pp Wa che ood, Birming} Grocer Bi 

“”RKS, WILLIAM, yw a han, x Birming- 
ham Pet Nov 28 Ord Nov 

Pat, Wmanette Birmingham, Boot Maker Birmingham 
Pet Nov Ord Noy 28 

Powe. Wiacun: ae, Furniture Dealer Leicester 
ct Nov 27 Ord Nov 

—" Wituian, Pontyr 1, Mon, Boot Maker New- 

gedeat ttn tae Ors Sov Jtenham, Lodg 

incock, Exizasetn Hannan Vivian, Che m, = 
ing-house Chel m PetNov27 Ord Nov 27 

Sorrerr, Cuantes E, Newgate-street High Court Pet 

6 Ord Nov 27 


Tuomas, Rexce, Askam in Furness, Lancs, Hatier Ulver- 
ston and Barrow in Furness Pet Nov 17 Ord Nov 28 

Varvox, Guonce Purr, Ly Manchester Man- 
chester Pet Nov13 Ord Nov 


Waaen, Joux Apams, South ~4 Commission Agent 
Liv Pet Nov 27 Ord Nov 27 

Wan, ~~" JAMES, paler approach, London 
B Public house Broker High Court Pet Oct at 


The following amended notice is oueattentet Lg that pub- 
lished in the London Gazette, Nov ” 


Bountsarox, Joun Tuomas? Derby, hast ag ‘Derby Pet 
Nov 2% Ord Nov 26 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Atkinson, ry late Warwick rd, Earl's Court, 
Member of the Institution of Civil Engineers Doo 12 at 

12 88, Carey st, Lincoln's inn flelds 
Bare, Rosina Jann, Lf a China Dealer Deo 12 at 

20) W, m teroe, Yiymouth 
Bawrort, Aina, and Jouw Hexny Bawrorr, Selby, 
orks, Bolicitors Deo 11 at 1.00 Harker's Hotel, 


Bonninatros, Joun Le ae =) cag Plumber Deo 10 at 11 
Off Toe, Mt Jamen'n chinbra 
Buaserr, Cuniwrornen, Farfleld Pav nr Whitby, Yorks, 
Farmer Doo 17 at) Off Koo, 6, Albert rd, BMiddles. 
me 


ercial Traveller 












Duxc 


Mo 


No 











D 

wansea. 
lerland 
y, Boot 
nor sq, 
3 Ord 
itham- 


rv 25 
raveller 


‘ounder 
High 
Suffolk, 
et Nov 
Rubber 
lov 27 
New- 
er Pet 
et Nov 
lsworth 
sicester 
ronette 
Nov 27 
3utcher 
et Nov 
acturer 
Kendal 
tractor 
rt Pet 
hanical 
5 
Farmer 
Brad- 
Croy- 
, Horse 
lov 28 
\rdener 
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v 27 
Leeds 
High 
rilder’s 
hester, 
Nov 29 
vn Pet 
rming- 
ngham 
‘icester 
New- 
Lodg- 
Nov 27 
t Pet 
Ulver- 
ov 28 
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yondon 
Oct 21 
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Court, 
012 at 
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Cauttt, SterHen, South Shields, pers Oak Dee 11 


at 3.15 Off Rec, Pink lane, Newcastle 
a Soape Erith, Kent, Builder Dec 15 at 2.30 
Coates, Joun A, pao tery + aga a 
Dealer Dec 9 at 11.15 County Court Northamp- 


ton 
eee Aldershot, Draper Dec 9 at 10.30 21, 
es _— * 


iM. 
Dagon Dee 12'at 11 i 33 Carey Lane's i lds 
Meat Salesman 


DE um, a a 
Dec 12 at 33, Carey an 
Dvuscax, Lg FB ere ong — pte ba 


Duscay, South Stoc Grocers Dec 17 at 3 Off 
Rec, 8, Albert rd, Middles 
Garrotp, Tuomas ILLIAM, Ea, See, Solicitor 


Dec 12 at 10 2, Offa st, Herel 

Grrrives, Cums Mga wre, Kent, Coal Merchant 
Dec 10 Off Rec, 5, Casti ans Cant 

Grew, Tuomas, Ashby de Zouch, Leics, Carter 
Dec 10 at 3.15 Queen’s Head, Monit st, Ashby de la 


Zouch 

HAakris, -t% Wim, Sittingbourne, Kent, Butcher 
Dec 15 at 12 Off Rec, st, Rochester 

Ten Gronc ws a Stone Mason Dec 

Rec, 5, Castle st, Canterbury 

Sane (ee — Bradwell, Cheshire, Mechanical 
Engineer Dec 9 at 11 Off Rec, 23, King Edward st, 

Howse, pers York st, St James's Financial Agent 
Dee 10 at 2.30 33, Carey st, Lincoln’ Lincoln's inn fields 

Hurcursoy, Tuomas, Rivington, nr Bolton, | Farmer Dec 
10 at 11 - 16, Wood st, Bolton 

JEWELL, Ricnanp, Sanur, Carpenter Dec 10 at 3 1, 
St Aldate’s, Oxford 


Jouxson, Grorce, Barnsley, Grocer Dec 12 at 11.30 Off 
1, Hanson Barnsley 


st, 
Kewr, TF haan and Samwvet  besee Lazarus, Norwich, 
Boot Manufacturers Dec 12at3 Off Rec, 8, King st, 
Norwich 


Kexyepy, Freperick Georcs, Stainforth rd, Waltham- 
stow, , Commercial Clerk Dec 10 at 12 33, Carey st, 
Lincoln’ s inn fields 


Kesyepy, W1i.1aM, Shieldfield, Newcastle on Tyne, Horse 
Dealer Dec 11 at 2.30 Off Rec, Pink lane, New- 
castle on 


on Tyne 
Kerswitt, Joux, Kingsbridge, Devon, Seedsman Dec 12 
at 3.30 10, Atheneum 


Kis, Jous TURNER, ‘Wolverhampton, Printer Dee 16 at 
Off Rec, Wolverhampton 
ee. a. Freperic, Clifton, Bristol, Gent Dec 10 at 1 
Off Rec, Bank chambers, Corn st, Bristol 
Lear, Cuartes Heyry, Pinhoe, Devon, Market Gardener 
Dec ll at 11 Off Rec 13, Bedford circus, Exeter 
Lovise, Wituiam, Oxford rd, Eali 
12 9%, Temple chmbrs, Temple avenue 
Lows, Wiuutany Wordsley, Staffs, Glassmak: 
11 Thos Wall, solicitor, Stourbri idge 
ManrcHayt, atm Brighton, Fruiterer Dee 10 at12 Off 
Rec, Pavilion bides, Brighton 
Marries, Georce Brrrram, Ilkeston, Builder's Clerk 
Dee 10 at 12 Off Rec, St James's chmbrs, — 
17 at 12 


Monpox, Petrus, Falcon sqr, Silk Imy 

in’s inn 

Moreax, Epwis, , Beds, Grocer Dec 12 atll 1a, 
St Paul’s 's sqr, Bedford 

Norrncors, Avevustvs, St Paul’s Churchyard, Lace Ware- 
houseman Dec 11 at 2.30 33, Carey st, Lincoln's inn 


Oweys, Harvey, Builth, Breconshire, Baker Dee 12 at 1 
Off Rec, Lianidloes 


Oxtey, Wittiam, jun, Heckmondwike, Woollen Manu- 
facturer Dec 9at3 Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Batley 
Parraiper, Ricnarp, Cheltenham, Umbrella Manu- 

facturer Dec9 at 4.30 County court bidgs, Chelten- 


Partisox, Wu Liam, Whitby, Yorks, Grocer Dee 17 at 3 
Off Ree, 8, Albert rd, Middlesborough 

Prrt, Frayx | aot Dudley, Painter’s Foreman Dee 
9atil2 Off Rec, Dudley 

Powstt, Water, Leicester, any a pee Seek Dee 11 at 
12.8) Off Ree, 34, Friar lane, 

Ree at, Teste, itlymouth, Longing Howe Keeper Dee 12 
at3 10, terre, Plymouth 


Rours, nani —o Kent, Carpenter Dec 10 at 4 
Off Ree, 5, Castle st, Canterbury 

Sacer, Cees Freperick Wuitan, Beaconsfield, Bucks, 
Gent 15 at iz a ton st, Aylesbury 

Sis, Joux, Long Crendon, Bucks, Brickmaker Dee 9at 12 
1, St Aldate’s, Oxford. 

Sous, Tomas Francis, Leckhampton, en Grocer 
Dee 9 at 3.30 County court Didgs, Cheltenham 

Sivires, Srewanrt Sraxcex, Halesowen, Gun Rarrel Manu- 
facturer Dee 11 at 11.15 Thos Wall, Solicitar, Stour- 


Surrn, Grores, and Twowas Surra, New 
Brompton, Kent, Builders Dee 15 at 11.90 Off Ree, 
High st, Rochester 

Srernexsox, Groner, Beckenham, Kent, Builder Dee 11 

7 atl 2 WM, Railway a pe as 

womas, Brrzamix, Penyd erth , Sagar 
Boiler Deo? at 12 Off Reo, Merthyr Tydfil 

Twoxas, Josnen, Mumbles, nr Swansea, Commission Agent 
Dee 10 at 12 Off Ree, 97, Oxford st, Swansea 

Vay per Laxpr, Sites, High st, Whitechapel, Manager 
a Meat Salesman ‘Deo 11 at 12 SS, Garey at, Lanaata's 


inn 

Wares, J Houiway, Folkestone Deo 10 at 8 Of Reo, & 
Castle st, Canterbury 

Yevrt, Lrorouy Bows, Stroud, Glos, Commercial 
Traveller Deo 11 at 19 Off Reo, 14, Ring st, Glow. 


cester 
AINUDICATIONS, 

Astronp, Marearer, Windsor, Spinster Windser Det 
Nov at Ond Nov of 
Aswres, ore Groner, Ki pon Hull, Bish Mer 

Kingston upon Hu nN or Ont Nov wf 
Damen Anpave Wasey, Stoke by Nayhund, Suffolk, 
Pammer Ipewich Pet Nov vs Oni Nov as 


Brev, Eowarp Fraycis,and Hexem Weurr, Gloucester 

General Merchants Gloucester Pet Nov 5 Ord CES and 

a Chancery-lane, 

Bovrse, Gzorce, Brighton, Publican Brighton Pet Nov aca ~ Aviation, Ge Bec Light 
— to 








Secmiees Jone Wasi Manchester, Owner | Sroushout the yon Phe og .C. A. Hanzisos 
canttancboen er Bet Apri 5 Faye ve Ragesfe: gegen Sasa can aaa 
Sig Mi eh oa 7G) IN eg te oe a 
er kw Man” | some building; suitable for « firm of solicitors, = public 
Carcurots, Hazsy, Erith, Kent, Builder Rochester Pet spy the preminn,or to Bi. Fons Cosmas, 8, Cham 
Cu ond Nor 8” met: Butcher Burley Pet Nov 27 | +" AWYERS’ PRAYER UNION.—It is 
Crrrcnet, ArcursaLtp Jons, Bristol, Matrimonial Agent posed to hold another Social and Moctoe in 


Bristol 
Dossoy, Ricnarp, Wistaston, Cheshire, late Builders’ Mer- 
chant Nantwich and Crewe ial Ord Nov 24 | Srearrox, F.LS., in the Chair. Any gentlemen in 
jon, or deare = 


pont fall Pet Nov 37 Ord’ Nov zr | ep neofemsion, 


Gran Lawresce Briscoz, Bury st, 


Farrow, WItiian, 
Dri ~ 





Harais, Wittiam Hesey, Worcester, 
ae Pet Nov 29 Ord Nov 
Weetmrid, Joiner Kendal 
Teless oO Ord Nov 29 


eae Epwarp Jous, Bradwell, Cheshire. 
i Macclesfield Pet Nov 5 Ord Nov 5 





Hereasixsos, Tomas, mr Bolton, Farmer Men heues 
3 Bolton Pet Sov ii “Ord Nov 23 re =e oniption of the 
ENsises, Wr Agent Brad- } 

ford Pet Nov 38 Ord Nov 28 oy 4s h—F, Fe Sas 


Kesxyepy, Wit, Newcastle on Tyne, Horse a 
Newcastle on bt 


Pet Nov Ord Nov 3 
Lear, Cuantes Hesey, Market Gardener 
Fxeter Pet Nov2% Ord Nov 7 





NATIONAL PROVINCIAL TRUS- 
TEES AND ASSETS CORPORATION, LIMITED 
Lear, Ricnarp Bracke, trading at ye fy , 
Hamilton terr, Builder High Court Nova Ord Is prepared to act as TRUSTEE for DEBENTURE 
ov - 
Loxosorrom, Tomas, Leeds, Licensed Victualler Leods | HOLDERS, and to remive propemis for LOANS, the 
27 Ord Nov 7 | PURCHASE of ASSETS and the ISSUE of SHARES nz: 
Mancuast, Saran, Brighton, Fruiterer Brighton Pet | sound COMMERCIAL UNDERTAKINGS, or GUARAN- 
Nov 24 Ord Nov 3 
Mireuett, Rosert a Ardwick, nr a TEEING DEBENTURES and other SECURITIES. 
— ee ee CHARLES NORRIS, Secretary. 
Owexs, Harvey, Builth, Breconshire, Baker Newtown | Offices, 11, Queen Viectoria-<treet. Londen. EC. 


on Wacniin, Tiietediem, Dost Meher Wines | | BRITISH Law FIRE INSURANCE 
~ Late 


Piast, Wituiam, 
Pet Nov 3 Ord Nov 3 

Porter, Wituram, Oxford, College Porter Oxford Pet | 

Nov 26 Ord Nov 28 











Subverthed Capetal Lanna 
Powe, Jous, Smethwick, Staffs, Timber Merchant West => . 
pe Brame’ Pet Oct 31” Ord Nov 26 ve “5 Application: for Agencies may be made to 
WELL, WALTER, ster, Fr Dealer 
a Pet Nov 35 Ord Nov 27 — ny } _ Mameger and Secretary. 
nseit, WiLtiax, Pontypool, Mon, Boot Maker New- | INSURAN ’ 
port, Mon Pet Nov 13 Ord Nov 38 j ERIAL ee CE COM 
Rocres, Heyer, house Keeper East : 
Stonehouse Pet Nov 24 Ord Nov 27 Esabished 1S. 


es a ee » Feieter Leboter | 1, OR Brond-ctreet, EC and 22, Pall Mall, SW. 
man... Prepesick Georee and Tuaoxas Surra, New 
Ki Builders Rochester Pet 


Nor 3 
Ord Nov 35 i 
7 Glrenton Reece, Askam Furness, Lanes, Hatter | 





= An. Pet Nov 17 Ord | Gumeral Mamape 
tia Jous Commission Agent | AW UNION FIRE and LIFE INST- 
Liverpool Pe Nov 7 Ord Nov 3 i RANCE COMPANY. 


Warp, Roeer Raxpat Coruseer . tee, 
Liverpool Pet Oct 10 ‘Ord Nov 27 
Wuuass, James, and Amos Wiitraws, Hay, Brecen- | 
shire, Timber Merchants Hereford Pet Oct SB Ord | 


Iron Mex | Extamaese o tes Yeas 5 


TR CHANCERY LANE. LONDON, ©.C. 
Franek — 


Nov 37 - fe i 1, BOYAL NGE SoS naeR, Ec. 
amended notices are substituted for those / Lars Derasteasr 
pul in the Landon Gazette, Nov. 3. i Sout satin bee wOes 
Borarxeros, Joux Trowas, Derby, Plumber Derby Pet 1. The Reversenary Bones 


Dien: Rite Bhieenh fee ee crmce of peed 3 .-ti..t = 
Pet Nov 35 Cad Nor as | oe Erne Wentd ont Uasenintnet! Puiemcguanted wat- 


10) Nill be Pad for the Discovery of the “S Cane eee mene tae 


Nov 3% Ord Nov 26 
Covrtaxn, Hexer Corer, 
Victualler Stockport 








immediate Advances upom their imsured at a hehe) Re 
NRO are invited te call at Leams on ami Taterescs 
the oe eee. eo. 
on ch esalbheed end quambestam a bieen thane scan” | R. GRANT whe = 
SOLICITORS, EXECUTORS. and | ——- me = 
' 


Wey a ee = a => A on 8 


wed Lecceahd ving from 
S} te S per cent.— So cere oes | 
quirements, — : 


s 
ie 


Tatas eee 


= We Saat RORES FOR QUBEN'S COUNSEL AXP RAREST 


- SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


QFE Scout Sets of Three | Law arene + 
wee eajeng the Wee Dest Deen Oe | “Sean, colh Gach oh Gee bere 
1 LAW STATIONERS. Attractive Shop | “7 ™™" ASS & cnt Chengy Goume. 


te be Let, tn the best wt Ceaeee-yae~ 
te My. Trroas Quanne, wn Unnanecy ten ry 


9, CHANCERY LANE LONDON. 

















THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 











SALE DAYS FOR THE YEAR 1891. 

,, FAREBROTHER, ELLIS, 
CO. beg to announce that the following 

Stiisatns or their SALES during the year —_= 
held at the Auction Mart, Tokenhouse-yard, near the 


ILE 


t 


i ie 


i 


appointments for immediate ‘Bales will also be 
Messrs. Farebrother, Clark, & Co. publish in the 
wegeceert cams of Te Re" every Saturday a 
complete of their fo: auction. 
sire fro time Yo time schoules of properties oe 1 
Sete cok Mead beeen, Clin tees anh stanons 
jouses, 
ee 6 eee eee: Sa be 
free of charge on ion.—No. 29, Fleet- 
street, Temple-bar, and 18, Old |-street, E.C. 
CITY OF LONDON. 


By order of the Commissioners of Her Majesty’s Works 
Public —A — a Freehold 


Ha 











agreement terminable any 
Seal paeeden Cal Ga pies te Gomaghetion ot 


Mes FAREBROTHER, ELLIS, 
CLARK, & CO.. have been instructed to to offer the 

PROPERTY for SALE by AUCTION, at 
preg ', Tokenhouse-yard, London, E.C., on THURS- 
DAY, lth "DECEMBER, 1590. : 


conditions of sale may be obtained 
s Office of Works, Pt White 
= at E.C.; and of Memrs. Farebrother, 
Hilts, Clark, & Co.. 2, Fleet-street, and 18, Old Broad- 


Valuable Absolute Reversion. 


A" ESSRS. EDWIN FOX & BOUSFIELD 

will SELL. at the MART, on WEDNESDAY NEXT, 
DECEMBER ith, at TWO, the ABSOLUTE REVER- 
SION, om the death of the survivor of two i 


sot TRUE | ¢ 
Aj ani in one-fifth share of TRUST 
Ban bgt Comolidated Stock of the Londc 


J Enagland 
Se ee ee eee, nent 
cotta scmtingent The said trust catate in subject 
to legacies of £709), and legacy duty of 2 per cont. 
tenet he Marts of Mess. H.C. Nisbet & Daw, 
Solicitors, %, Lincoln’ sinn-fielda, W.; and of Mess, 
Eéwin Fou & Bousticld, 4, Gresham-trect, Bank, EA 


wea 


No. 4, STRAND, ALEXANDER ROAD, UPVER HOL- 
LOWAY, and MUSWELL HILL. 


E<coflent Freehold Investmenta— By direction of Trustees. 

BR. A. RUMBALL will SELL by AUC- 
* TION, at the MART, Toketihe ara, EL. om 
TUSSDAY, DECUMERE 9, 166, at ONE for 0 
eae, Se f ENTS: 





Thh March, 19, at the 
+ lerw rental f Lay atererire 
ILD GRICE D-EREMT A £14 per mw ae 
wernt Re Pye 62, A, Ge, ati Ch, 
Lt om leane om w a, aay 


Hoticowag, 
i a Kaske-rent. £129 
ann pny & 5 OMIM KENT aA 
peete e 


pos 


oe rea’ 


fe, errr ae Sat tere toe 


"ockelawaey te hed A Wenn, Chere & Oiave, tahicA- 
Devemubireohamiers, 


ts A; ema 


fis A. amt, hactanenr, 


SALES BY AUCTION FOR THE YEAR 1891. 


ESSRS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 

FARMER, & BRIDGEWATER beg to announce 

that their SALES of LANDED ESTATES, Investments, 
Town, —— and Country Houses, Business . 

Building Land, Ground-Rents, Advowsons, Reversions, 

and oth will Sead at i 


Tuesday, April 
Tostier April 14 
Tuesday, April 21 3 
‘Auctions can also be held on other days, in town or 
Messrs. Tewson 








‘elephone No. 1,503. 


SALES FOR THE YEAR 1891. 
Telephone, tn sengins eo ae address, 


ESSRS. BAKER re SONS beg to an- 
nounce that their SALES of LANDED ESTATES, 
Investments, Ti Suburban, and Country Houses, 
Business wg —— Ground Rents, Rever- 
sions, Shares, will be held at the 
MART, Tonks yeed, EL woe J following FRIDAYS 
during the year 1891 :-— 

January 23 
February 13 
February 27 

6 


March 20 
April 10 
April 17 
yl 
Auctions can be held on other days besides those above 
-—No. 11, Queen Victoria-street, E.C. 


Special Notice.—Sales of Freehold JONE in S bon to for post 


MBs. BAKER & SO 
nounce that their AUCTIONS oy e,t.. 
side, and other plots of LAND in all of Tugland, 
which have hitherto been so successful, take place ev ay 
week throughout the season commencing in Fe' 
considerable detail is requisite in p: for these — 
* early intimation —_ owners of property desirous of 
themselves = sales is invited.—No. 11, 


Suaen Visterlaatieet, B.C 








Esta’ Agents, 
fe C. 
DEBENHAM, TEWSON, 


M "rane, 


arges, House ‘Guarters, 
Published om on the first day of each 
obtained, free of charge, at their offices, 80, 
or will be sent by post in return for two stamps.—Particu- 
lars for insertion be received not — i four 
days previous to the end of the preceding month 





BRANFOLD, KENT, 
Between Goudhurst, Cranbrook, and Bedgebury. 


N ESSRS. SAMUEL B. CLARK & SON 
are favoured with instructions from the Trustees to 
OFFER for SALE by AUCTION, at the MART, Token- 
house-yard, E.C., on TUESDAY, DEC. 16, at TWO 
o'clock, Lt unique and compact FREEHOLD ‘RESIDEN- 
TIAL P. i oaaee y = on high ground in the 

most peontafel ts of 


Kent, and prospec 
Saemenics sacionen to a= pe 
o 





CITY of LONDON. 
Throgmorton-street.—-To , Investors, and others.— 
High class Freehold Ground-rent, amply secured on 
ayn premises of the rack rental go Mn of £5,500 


7] ESSRS. BAKER & SONS are instructed 
to SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, E.C., on FRI- 
DAY, 12th DECEMBER, at TWO (unless previously dis- 
posed, of by private contract), a FREEHO GROUND- 
ENT of £1,500 per annum, amply secured upon the noble 
block of buildings known as Copthall-house, Copthall- 
avenue, orton-street, in the heart of the recent im- 
rovements effected by the Corporation of London. The 
Buil uilding, erected from the designs of a leading London 
architect, is fitted with all modern improvements and _con- 
veniences for City offices, consists of four floors with base- 
ment, in 150 rooms, in suites of h-class 
offices, of the moderately estimated rack rental of £5, ned 
perannum. This freehold easvess offers - 
and others an unusual 0; a of aoquiring ye nan 
larly choice investment oa , if not superior, to Consols, 
seeing that Consols are liable to fluctuation, En, whilat freehold 
ground-rents of this character are yearly increasing in 


value. 
and conditions of sale of Messrs. Parker, 


enum n Parker, —. St Michael’s Rectory, Corn- 
hill, E.C.: and of the Auctioneers, 11, Queen Victoria- 
street, E.C. 








Cavendish-street, Portland-place, w. 


COOMBELAN DS 
Near Weybridge, Chertsey, and Woking. 
\ ESSRS. SAMUEL B. CLARK & SON 
7 are favoured with instructions from the owner to 
OFFER for SALE AUCTION, at the MART, Token- 
house-yard, on ae DAY, i= DEC. i, ot ey TWO o'clock, the 
hight attractive EHOLD RESIDEN- 
AL ESTATE, = as yy Re - occupying an 

dlevated and commanding position in ae of the choicest 
parts of Surrey. The estate com way beautiful 
park of ondala’ character, to with rich farm land 
in a high wate o cultivation, he whole 

acres in extent, profusely tim 

belt and fences. ion is an 

structure en ighly architectural Sohesent, 


sixteen bee rome, two baths, linen 
on and hall; oo nm = ing: 
sning, messing, rooms, waeey, Pom = 
Yifices, and stable for #ix panes Oe aia 
FORER, and sesums for men. _ The farm ‘redone ove cottages, 
and build are of mubnt , well promerved, 
and for carrying on farming operations on a lw 


Full particulars, with plan and conditions of sale, may be 
Ptained of the Holicttors, Mesars. Keen & Rogers, Knight- 
rider -atrest, as at the Mart; 0S Consdabenen 











£71 ra 


Mecera, Masniel Clark & fon, %, New Cavendish-«treet 
Pringle, W 


LAW ving. INSURANCE SHARES, 
\{ESSRS. KILOART will BELL | 








1%. AUCTION, at their OFVICES, on TUPBDA 
DEL. Whi, at THO A hock precindy, 00 SHAKES in the 
a enhery ins Lata of & wis 10 shares each, 

wie partiodars of the Aactionicets, 4, Chaucery-lune, 





WEST HAMPSTEAD. 
Valuable Freehold Building Estate of about three acres. 
ESS BAKER & SONS will SELL | b 
Sa Ae Ot MARE, BC. inable FREE? 
1. 12, at in val ual 
HOLD BUILDING or RISUDENTIAL Es E, known 
as Sandwell House, West-end-lan Hampstead,” almost 
adjoining the West-end Station of Midland Railway, and 
= minute from West Hampstead Stations of North London 
and M tan Railways. It comprises a comfortable 
family , containing three ae ten bed 
rooms, nd domestic ofces, by ee ee — ~¥ + 
garden, ving an a grey Be rontage eet e 
main road from Kilburn known as West- 


» King’s Bench- 
le, E.C.; , of Mr. Claville Dyer, Surveyor, the 
te Office, 3, Weech-road, Finchley-road ; 
and of the Auctioneers, 11, Queen Victoria-street, E.C. 


TIMSON’S LIST of PROPERTIES for 
SALE for the present month contains 2,000 invest- 
ments and can be had free. Particulars inserted without 
coin | i er is ne i dow pat 5 4 selling * purchas- 
n vate con r. Srimson, Auctioncer, 
Siorer on and Valuer, 2, New Kent-road, 8.E. se 


= B. A. REEVES, LAND AGENT an. 
SURVEYOR LONSDAL KE OCHAMBERS, 27, 
CHANCERY-LANE, ia to conduct Bales of Free- 
hold and Leasehold ie rt by Auction on Moderate 
i. Management of Property and Collection of 





- r 
{REEHOLD GROUND-REN'TS.-—£96 ut 
20; £00, £00, and £190, at 22); £100 and £18, at 29}; 
£120, £0, and £90, at 26; £60 and £90, at 26; £00, at 27); 
£60), at 2745 £2,000 and £5, 000, at 28; ‘£90, with reversion 
in i... wou "price oe Mownrs, Woon, Auctionoers, 14, 
.. (Mr, KB, G. Woods, of the late finn of 

Drswnat & Woods, ) 


EASEHOLD GRO UND-RENTS 
(Mu OF £120 18. ¥ annum net (held at nominal 
head rent), price £2,646; £120 Dive price £2,000; £94 p.a. 
Pe ed Po Ty 5 ee 
Mey ; hy price hits 
pric” £080-~Menrs, Woubs,” Auctionsers,’ 13, Nowynias 





